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Cristina Haworth

From: Lucy Sloman

Sent: Sunday, August 2, 2020 2:16 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: FW: Issaquah School District

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

fyi 
 
Lucy Sloman AICP 
Land Development Manager & Designated Official for the Urban Villages 

 
425|837-3433 direct 
425|837-3100 front desk 
425|837-3470 REPORT SPILLS 
Community Planning & Development Department 
(formerly Development Services Department) 
1775 12th Ave NW, Issaquah, WA  98027 
Issaquah, WA - Official Website 

 

From: C. CARE <ccare.98027@gmail.com>  

Sent: Sunday, August 2, 2020 10:34 AM 

To: Mary Lou Pauly <MaryLouP@issaquahwa.gov>; Wally Bobkiewicz <wallyb@issaquahwa.gov>; Andrea Snyder 

<andreas@issaquahwa.gov>; Megan Curtis-Murphy <MeganC@issaquahwa.gov>; Lucy Sloman 

<LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; Keith Niven <KeithN@issaquahwa.gov>; citycouncil@sammamish.us; 

aantin@sammamish.us; dpyle@sammamish.us 

Subject: Issaquah School District 

 

  

As you know, the Issaquah School District is planning to squeeze a new high school AND an elementary 

school onto a single campus at the Sammamish/Issaquah border.  This is going to result in massive traffic 

jams at the border of Issaquah and Sammamish!  

  

•         There is only ONE combined entry/exit point planned to accommodate an estimated 4,100+ vehicle 

trips per weekday (According to the School District’s own traffic study.), as well as very limited internal 

traffic circulation routes. 

•         Due to the site location, these schools will be an effectively 100% commuter campus. This single 

entry/exit also means that parents will have a significant wait to get on and off of campus to drop off 

their students.  

•         Extensive road improvements including new stoplights will be required at the schools’ single 

entry/exit point on 228th Ave. SE, and also at SE 40th St.--at considerable taxpayer expense.  

•         This traffic plan will exacerbate an already congested choke point exiting the Sammamish Plateau 

on weekday mornings, causing concerns with emergency response and student safety.  

  

We don’t want more traffic jams on 228th Ave SE! 
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This message brought to you by Citizens Concerned About Responsible Education, C-CARE. For further 

information, please see our web site https://ccare98027.weebly.com/  
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August 15, 2020 
 
City of Issaquah 
Community Planning & Development  
Attention: Lucy Sloman 
 
City of Issaquah 
Development Commission 
 
Dear Officials of Issaquah & Development Commission: 
 
Re: Issaquah School District – Providence Point Project 
 
Save Lake Sammamish is an all-volunteer, non-profit Washington corporation founded 
in 1989 to protect the water quality of Lake Sammamish as well as the environmental 
benefits of its watershed and wildlife, including the wild, native Lake Sammamish 
Kokanee (Oncorhynchus nerka). SLS is very concerned about the potential detrimental 
impacts of this proposed project to both Laughing Jacobs Creek and to Lake 
Sammamish itself. 
 
I was unable to participate in the Community Conference held on July 15, but am now 
providing written comments on the Issaquah School District’s proposal for a new high 
school, elementary school, stadium and associated parking and internal road system 
(ISD PP) 
  
Water quality and habitat values of Lake Sammamish are determined by land use within 
its watershed. Every tributary stream and storm drain in Issaquah and most in 
Sammamish impacts the continued viability of our unique Lake. Much community 
volunteer time and public monies (from building a sewer line between Issaquah and 
Renton in the 1960’s, Basin Planning in the 1990’s to WSDOT’s 2017 fish passage 
restoration at I-90 Exit 17), have been expended to protect and enhance water quality 
and quantity and to enable the survival of salmonids in the system.  
 
For more than three decades, much public effort has also been directed to protecting 
the unique land-locked Lake Sammamish Kokanee, including two petitions, to which the 
City of Issaquah was a co-petitioner, to the US Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) to 
protect this species under provisions of the Endangered Species Act (ESA). Laughing 
Jacobs Creek is identified as one of only four tributaries hosting a run of these 
salmonids (1992 East Lake Sammamish Basin and Nonpoint Action Plan).  
 
The entire forested, hillside 35-acre ISD PP property drains to Laughing Jacob Creek. 
Trees intercept approximately 50% of rainfall and both trees and forest duff soils act as  

 
….Continued 
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reservoirs to hold much of the rain that actually reaches the ground. Once trees and soil 
are removed, stormwater runoff increases dramatically. Furthermore, this site is 
composed of glacial till – cobble and sand – which is highly erosive. These soils also  
contain clay lenses which can redirect sub-surface water flows with unexpected results. 
 
Denuding the entire site of vegetation and soils, followed by cut-and-fill activities and 
retaining walls to level this site will dramatically alter hydraulic function. All runoff will be 
directed to Laughing Jacobs. Such a major change could result in a catastrophic 
change to the creek’s morphology. This happened in similar soils and circumstances to 
Lewis Creek on January 9th, 1990, when Lakemont Boulevard was under construction 
on Cougar Mountain to the west of Lake Sammamish. Trees, soils had been removed, 
detention ponds were undersized when a 25-year rainfall event occurred, resulting in 
massive failure of the Upper Canyon of Lewis Creek, and destabilization of the entire 
system. Even I-90 was threatened by the huge amount of mud, rock and debris that 
were carried down-stream and dammed up at the 6-foot diameter culvert under Newport 
Way and I-90. A glacial flour plume remained in the Lake for over a month. 
 
We understand that the school project will create a large area of impervious surface for 
roofs, play fields, roads and parking facilities on its 35-acre site. Furthermore, a new 
intersection on 228th will also result in additional new impervious surfaces.  All of this 
construction is in the watershed of Laughing Jacobs Creek that flows into Lake 
Sammamish, adjacent to the popular Lake Sammamish State Park. 
 
As I am sure you are aware, Lake Sammamish is a precious resource for King County 
as well as our community but it is threated by runoff, including contaminated 
stormwater, from new developments within the entire basin. Erosion and sediment 
generated by runoff over steep slopes from the top of the plateau to the lake add 
nutrients, primarily naturally-occurring phosphorus. Excess phosphorus is a serious 
threat to the health of Lake Sammamish because it increases aquatic growth and 
diminishes dissolved oxygen. Mitigations inherent in flow control are useful, but 
insufficient. Impervious surfaces substantially increase total runoff from all sites creating 
concerns.  One way to protect the lake and other resources such as Laughing Jacobs is 
to assure that existing vegetation is preserved on new development sites both as a low 
impact development mechanism for stormwater control, but also to address climate 
change challenges.  
 
Save Lake Sammamish urges you to condition this project to protect our valued 
environmental resources and critical areas by minimizing impervious footprint and 
retaining vegetation. Thank you for your consideration of our comments. 
 
Yours truly, 
 
 
 
Joanna Buehler 
SAVE LAKE SAMMAMISH     425-641-3008 
1430 NW Gilman Blvd. Suite 2    www.savelakesammamish.org 
PMB 2565 
Issaquah, WA 98027 
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 Dear City Council Members: 

I got tied up with another meeting and missed a chance to make some comments at your Study Session 

last night.  By being tardy I now have a chance to make both pre and post meeting comments. The 

Sammamish letter was known to many of us and especially to Providence Point people and not including 

it the agenda packet just hurts the city’s credibility.  Near the end of the session about schools I 

understood Keith to say that you would not be receiving the complete record when you deliberate the 

matter sometime in the future.  Admittedly the “record” will be huge, but a skeptical public will be 

suspicious.  I have to imagine everything will be in an electronic form and not a tree will need to be cut 

to provide a complete record. 

On the subject of trees the “Arborist Report” is one page and shows where trees are now located and 

how few will be retained.  Many of the best trees in term of size, health and actual buffer retention are 

on the eastern part of the property.  In this same area is where the understory plants and trees tend to 

be native and healthy.  Many of the border trees on the south, west and east are much younger, not 

evergreen, don’t appear as healthy and are mixed in with invasive non native plants. 

With decades of frustration with the school district in their poor management of the school district land 

on their property in the Issaquah High area I have great concerns about the survival of any saved trees, 

restoration of areas with trees that should be saved and long term health of any new border plants and 

trees.  Same goes with the retained wetland on the western part of the site.   

If any faith is going to be put in the merit  of buffers having any mitigating effect to the loss of habitat, 

visual benefit or sound reduction they will require long term health and proactive management.  There 

should be a ten year mandatory annual review of buffer and wetland health conducted by appropriately 

trained staff and/or consultatnts and mandatory corrective action.  It is embarassing to suggest that the 

district should have to post bond to make sure the desired results occur. 

One school sport has not been mentioned and is quite popular in Issaquah is cross country running.  

What provision for trails will  be provided on the site?  IHS uses the adjoining city park land and the old 

railroad grade.  Where will trails on this site be located, how will they be constructed, how will they be 

maintained and how will off trail uses be discouraged and proactively addressed?  In the case of IHS 

cross country maintenance of trails in Park Pointe Park is to get out the white spray paint to mark rocks 

and roots that are a tripping hazard. 

Potentially a trail would cross the main entrance road which may continue to be active for elementary 

traffic after the high school is dismissed.  Crossing of the main road for softball and baseball field users 

will also be required. 

The Issaquah School District as an educational institution is great including with their environmental 

curriculum.  As for modeling environmental stewardship they have a ways to go and this project sofar 

doesn’t give me much assurance that the situation has changed. 

David Kappler 

425-652-2753 

Please pass on the information below to the district since tansy ragwort is now going to seed all over 

their site. 
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Tansy ragwort is a Class B Noxious Weed in Washington, first listed before 1988. 

Because of the risk to livestock, it has been selected for required control by the King 

County Noxious Weed Control Board and it is on the list of Regulated Class B Noxious 

Weeds for King County. Public and private landowners are required to control 

infestations of tansy ragwort that occur on their property in King County. 

https://www.kingcounty.gov/services/environment/animals-and-plants/noxious-weeds/weed-control-board.aspx
https://www.kingcounty.gov/services/environment/animals-and-plants/noxious-weeds/weed-control-board.aspx
https://www.kingcounty.gov/services/environment/animals-and-plants/noxious-weeds/laws/list.aspx#class_b
https://www.kingcounty.gov/services/environment/animals-and-plants/noxious-weeds/laws/list.aspx#class_b
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Subject: Providence Point residents rejecting Issaquah School District Development Plans for the 

Providence Heights Property  

Dear City of Issaquah: 

My wife and I are residents of Providence Point at 4105 220th Pl SE. We have one vehicle, a 2017 Chrysler 

Pacifica.  

There are many reasons that we reject all aspects of the proposed plan as described: Issaquah School 

District, High School #4, Elementary School #17, SDP/MSP Submittal. 

The plan must be totally rejected. Put the new schools somewhere else or expand existing schools. 

The main argument for our complete rejection of the plan is the increased traffic and unacceptable 

requirements for road improvements to 228th Ave SE such as increasing the capacity to six lanes of 

roadway that will create a hardship for my wife and me as residents of Providence Point. My wife works 

in Seattle and I drive her to the Issaquah Transit Center on 17th Avenue in the morning and pick her up in 

the evening. I am 76 and my wife is 73. We are good drivers but the traffic on 228th Ave SE is already at a 

moderate level that makes safe access and safe navigation difficult. The proposed increase in traffic and 

increase to six lanes of roadway would make safe driving impossible especially at the traffic circle where 

the extension of 228th Ave SE as SE 43rd Way intersects with E Lake Sammamish Parkway. My wife wouldn’t 

be able to safely get to work. And our quality of life shopping and living in the community would be 

destroyed. Therefore, no modification of the plan to permit any construction on the Providence Height 

Property would be acceptable.  

This new school plan would cause significant accidents and deaths on 228th Ave SE.   

Here is a summary of traffic issues.  

• Only one combined entry/exit point to accommodate an additional 4,100+ vehicle trips per 

weekday (according to the School District’s own traffic study). 

• Internal traffic circulation routes are very limited. 

• Due to the site location, this will effectively be a 100% commuter campus. 

• Single entry/exit will cause parents significant wait-times in queuing to drop off their students. 

• Extensive road improvements will be required on 228th Ave SE. 

o At least six lanes of roadway 

o New stoplights at the entry/exit point, and probably at SE 40th St. as well 

o Will significantly impact access to/from Providence Point Dr. SE (our north gate) 

o Multiple tall, unsightly retaining walls will be necessary along 228th 

o Considerable expense to the District’s taxpayers 

• Increased traffic will exacerbate the existing congested choke point for drivers exiting the 

Sammamish Plateau. 

 

Sincerely, 

William and Janet Miller  
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Cristina Haworth

From: jeffpenny@aol.com

Sent: Friday, November 13, 2020 1:36 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Providence Height Property

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Ms. Haworth and Issaquah Planning: 
 

I am a resident in Providence Point, Issaquah, and I am writing in opposition to the high school campus with a 

massive 2,000 seat football stadium, softball and baseball fields AND an elementary school all on 36 acres on 

the Providence Height property for the following reasons: 
 

• Only one combined entry/exit point to accommodate an additional 4,100+ vehicle trips per weekday 

(according to the School District’s own traffic study). 

• Internal traffic circulation routes are very limited. 

• Due to the site location, this will effectively be a 100% commuter campus. 

• Single entry/exit will cause parents significant wait-times in queuing to drop off their students. 

• Extensive road improvements will be required on 228th Ave SE. 

o At least six lanes of roadway 

o New stoplights at the entry/exit point, and probably at SE 40th St. as well 

o Will significantly impact access to/from Providence Point Dr. SE  

o Multiple tall, unsightly retaining walls will be necessary along 228th 

o Considerable expense to the District’s taxpayers 

• Increased traffic will exacerbate the existing congested choke point for drivers exiting the Sammamish 

Plateau. 

  

Regarding Safety: 

  

·       Despite the District’s claims to the contrary, locating a high school and elementary school on the same 

campus is nearly unprecedented in this region 

o   Raises numerous safety concerns, including teen drivers and small children on same campus 

o   Rapid emergency response during peak commute times very difficult 

o   Every moment counts during a serious student injury, fire, natural disaster, or worse, an active 

shooter 

·       Plans include the use of portables for both schools.  

o   Portables considerably less safe during an emergency 

  

Regarding Site Facilities: 

  

·       The proposed site is only 36 usable acres, not enough for a high school alone.  

o   Yet, plan includes two schools, separate softball and baseball fields, a massive football 

stadium, including 2,000-seat bleachers, an athletic plaza, concession stands, press box, and 

PA system. 
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·       Sharing Skyline and Issaquah High’s stadiums for interscholastic competitions is the most 

responsible solution.  

o   Numerous other high schools in the area share facilities for competitions, including 

Northshore District where four schools share the same stadium  

o   Much less expensive, consolidated facilities for team practices and PE classes could 

easily be accommodated on a redesigned site  

o   Skyline’s stadium recently renovated at cost of over $11 million 

§  Sits empty during half the Friday nights of football season 

·       The elementary school is not necessary and should be deleted from the site plan.  

o   District’s own projections show a decline in elementary school enrollment by 2030 to a 

point lower than the capacity of existing District elementary schools   

o   Result would reduce traffic and provide more opportunity to mitigate other impacts 

from the high school 

  

Regarding tree retention: 

  

·       Plan includes removing nearly ALL existing, mature trees on the site, replacing them with nursery stock.  

o   Multiple decades requited for replacement tree growth (if they survive that long) to 

adequately replace loss of tree canopy or to provide adequate buffer with adjoining 

neighborhoods  

·       Plan is in violation of the City’s own comprehensive plan requirements for tree replacement.  

·       Retaining trees addresses climate change and stormwater management. 

  

Regarding stormwater: 

  

·       Two-thirds (67%) of the site will become impervious surface substantially increasing stormwater runoff.  

o   District claims stormwater runoff will be captured on-site and the flow rate from site will be 

controlled to be lower than current flow rate 

o   This fails to acknowledge that total flow volume will be significantly increased.  

o   Total flow volume, in addition to flow rate, is a significant factor in causing downstream 

impacts such as streambed erosion, a major source of water pollution 

·       Plan calls for all runoff to flow to Lake Sammamish by way of Laughing Jacobs Creek.  

o   No impact analysis of the effects on either body of water from increased runoff volume and 

resulting potential pollution are in the plan  

o   No accounting in plan for impacts on the Kokanee salmon that utilize Laughing Jacobs Creek 

for spawning 

o   Impacts on Laughing Jacobs Basin Plan (jointly sponsored by City of Issaquah and City of 

Sammamish) not shown in plan 

o   Impacts on plans developed by the King County Kokanee Work Group for reconstruction of 

streambed near mouth of Laughing Jacobs Creek also absent from plan.  

·       All available means to protect the water quality of Lake Sammamish need to be employed. 

  

Regarding Other Environmental Impacts: 

  

• No adequate mitigation shown of visual, noise, light and vehicle exhaust impacts on Providence 

Point property owners and other neighbors, including Bellwood retirement community. 

• The scope and complexity of this project warrants a full Environmental Impact Statement. 

• So far, the District has refused to acknowledge whether or not they intend to conduct one 
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Jeff Milner 

22535 SE 45th Lane 

Issaquah, WA 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Irene Rice <irenearice@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, November 13, 2020 1:43 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: ISD HS#4 and Elementary #17

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

I am concerned about the buffer between the schools and the Providence Point Community. The current stand of 

mature trees seem to be in danger of removal entirely to be replaced by nursery stock that will take years to grow as tall 

as what is now there. I realize that an arborist should evaluate the trees that are there now to determine which are 

diseased or dangerous. The MSP appears to have a buffer area between the schools and Providence Point. I urge the 

conservation of as many trees as possible in that area.  

 

The second concern is about parking. The number of parking places on the site appears to be scant for the number of 

cars that will be driven by staff, parents and students to access the schoolsand stadium. Providence Point has parking for 

residents and visitors but it is limited.  There should be strong messaging to those who will be parking on the school site 

that Providence Point is not available for overflow parking.  

 

The third concern is about emergency exit. One road for entrance and exit for two schools and a large stadium seems far 

from adequate for routine coming and going. When emergencies occur it looks like it will be dangerous. The emergency 

exit through Providence Point is unclear. The MSP does not use the existing gate and road but has something mapped 

out fairly near to it.  Discussion with the residents of Providence Point about emergency procedures must occur. 

 

I hope these concerns can be addressed as the plans for the schools move ahead.    

Sincerely,   Irene Rice, 4109 224th Lane S E, Unit #307,  Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Joe Brown <JoeBrownIV@live.com>

Sent: Friday, November 13, 2020 1:57 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Providence Heights Property Concerns

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Regarding plans to build a high school and an elementary school on the Providence Heights property: 

 

The Issaquah School District and the City of Issaquah have shown a callous disregard for the existing 

neighbors in that area who pay the property taxes that finance the School District and the City 

government!  I live in Providence Point, an independent living condo community for residents age 55+ 

that has been here since 1984.  The Providence Heights property is adjacent to the Providence Point 

community.  When asked for community input, we have expressed our concerns regarding plans to build 

such highly concentrated schools on such a limited size lot. Elected representatives of the School District 

and the City government pretend to listen but then appear to simply dismiss or ignore our input 

regarding:  traffic, safety, noise, water runoff, and environmental impacts.  Those concerns are legitimate 

and well documented.  They should not and must not be ignored!  

 

Thank you for requesting and taking seriously our input on this construction plan. 

 

Joe Brown 

JoeBrownIV@live.com  
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Cristina Haworth

From: Richard H Kerr <kerrrichardh32@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, November 13, 2020 2:39 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Proposed Providence Heights School

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

I vehemently oppose construction of the proposed new school at Providence Heights! 

 

SE 43rd Way is already a dangerous expressway with most traffic exceeding the speed limit dangerously. It is not 

uncommon to see cars racing along at 60 and even above. There is absolutely no enforcement by the Issaquah PD. 

Congestion during peak hours is intolerable not to mention unacceptable air pollution levels!  

When we voted to join Issaquah rather than Sammamish, the last thing we expected for our safety and well-being is to 

be totally abandoned by a city and school district to which we have given overwhelming support. This treasonous action 

is abominable!! 

I will move away from here if this inconsiderately conceived project comes to fruition. Stop it now before inflicting 

irreparable damage on the Providence Point Community and this entire neighborhood! 

 

Richard H. Kerr 

4406 Providence Point Place SE, Unit 307 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Stan Soderberg <stansoderberg@aol.com>

Sent: Friday, November 13, 2020 3:47 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Issaquah School District Development Plans for the Providence Heights Property

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear City of Issaquah Development Commission Members, 
 

Regarding Issaquah School District Development Plans for the Providence Heights Property: 
 

My wife and I are residents of a village within Providence Point which is not immediately adjacent to 
the proposed Issaquah School District Development Plans for the Providence Heights 
Property.  Though the development would obviously not have the conseqential negative value and 
lifestyle impact because we live "across the street", we are none-the-less concerned about the 
repercussion which would most certainly accrue to all who reside in Providence Point.   
 

We therefore ask that our City of Issaquah Develpment Commission Members members look ahead 
to the day in your future when you hopefully reach our age and become fortunate enough to reside in 
a retirement community as blessed as ours.  Your children have grown, your business goals achieved 
and you occasionally chase golf balls for entertainment.  During this consequential moment in your 
lives, put on our hats and consider the obvious impacts described below.  One day you will be us.      
 

Regarding Traffic: 
  

• Only one combined entry/exit point to accommodate an additional 4,100+ vehicle trips per 
weekday (according to the School District’s own traffic study). 

• Internal traffic circulation routes are very limited. 
• Due to the site location, this will effectively be a 100% commuter campus. 
• Single entry/exit will cause parents significant wait-times in queuing to drop off their students. 
• Extensive road improvements will be required on 228th Ave SE.  

o At least six lanes of roadway 
o New stoplights at the entry/exit point, and probably at SE 40th St. as well 
o Will significantly impact access to/from Providence Point Dr. SE (our north gate) 
o Multiple tall, unsightly retaining walls will be necessary along 228th  
o Considerable expense to the District’s taxpayers 

• Increased traffic will exacerbate the existing congested choke point for drivers exiting the 
Sammamish Plateau. 

  
Regarding Safety: 
  

·       Despite the District’s claims to the contrary, locating a high school and elementary school 
on the 
     same campus is nearly unprecedented in this region 

o   Raises numerous safety concerns, including teen drivers and small children on same 
campus 
o   Rapid emergency response during peak commute times very difficult 
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o   Every moment counts during a serious student injury, fire, natural disaster, or worse, 
an active 
   shooter 

·       Plans include the use of portables for both schools.  
o   Portables considerably less safe during an emergency 

  
Regarding Site Facilities: 
  

·       The proposed site is only 36 usable acres, not enough for a high school alone.  
o   Yet, plan includes two schools, separate softball and baseball fields, a massive 
football 
    stadium, including 2,000-seat bleachers, an athletic plaza, concession stands, 
press 
    box, and PA system. 

·       Sharing Skyline and Issaquah High’s stadiums for interscholastic competitions is the most  
               responsible solution.  

o   Numerous other high schools in the area share facilities for competitions, 
including 
    Northshore District where four schools share the same stadium.   
o   Much less expensive, consolidated facilities for team practices and PE classes could 
easily be     
    accommodated on a redesigned site.  
o   Skyline’s stadium recently renovated at cost of over $11 million. 
    Consider how many seats sit empty during half the Friday nights of football 
season. 

·       The elementary school is not necessary and should be deleted from the site plan.  
o   District’s own projections show a decline in elementary school enrollment by 2030 to 
a point  
   lower than the capacity of existing District elementary schools   
o   Result would reduce traffic and provide more opportunity to mitigate other impacts 
from the 
    high school 

  
Regarding tree retention: 
  

        Plan includes removing nearly ALL existing, mature trees on the site, replacing them with 
nursery 
              stock. 
    Multiple decades required for replacement tree growth (if they survive that long) to 
adequately  

   replace loss of tree canopy or to provide adequate buffer with adjoining 
neighborhoods.  

        Plan is in violation of the City’s own comprehensive plan requirements for tree 
replacement.  
       Retaining trees addresses climate change and stormwater management. 

  
Regarding stormwater: 
  

      Two-thirds (67%) of the site will become impervious surface substantially increasing 
stormwater 
              runoff. 
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    District claims stormwater runoff will be captured on-site and the flow rate from site will be 
controlled 
               to be lower than current flow rate.  

o   This fails to acknowledge that total flow volume will be significantly increased.  
o   Total flow volume, in addition to flow rate, is a significant factor in causing downstrea 
m 
    impacts such as streambed erosion, a major source of water pollution. 

·       Plan calls for all runoff to flow to Lake Sammamish by way of Laughing Jacobs Creek.  
o   No impact analysis of the effects on either body of water from increased runoff 
volume and 
    resulting potential pollution are in the plan.         v 
o   No accounting in plan for impacts on the Kokanee salmon that utilize Laughing 
Jacobs Creek 
    for spawning. 
o   Impacts on Laughing Jacob's Creek Basin Plan (jointly sponsored by City of Issaquah 
and 
    City of Sammamish) not shown in the plan. 
o   Impacts on plans developed by the King County Kokanee Work Group for 
reconstruction of  
    streambed near mouth of Laughing Jacob's Creek also absent from plan.  

·       All available means to protect the water quality of Lake Sammamish need to be employed. 
  
Regarding Other Environmental Impacts: 
  

• No adequate mitigation shown of visual, noise, light and vehicle exhaust impacts on 
Providence Point property owner and other neighbors, including Bellwood retirement 
community. 

• The scope and complexity of this project warrants a full Environmental Impact StatementSo 
far, the District has refused to acknowledge whether or not they intend to conduct one. 

• Issaquah School District Development Plans for the Providence Heights Property 
 

Gwen & Stan Soderberg 

4406 Providence Pt. Pl. SE 

No. 207 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Lisa Turnpaugh <lisa@seaintsol.com>

Sent: Friday, November 13, 2020 5:59 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: CONCERNS AND COMMENTS Re:  Issaquah School District Development Plans for the 

Providence Heights Property

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

November 13, 2020 

 

The following are my comments and concerns regarding the Issaquah School District Development Plans for the 

Providence Heights Property. The  This project needs to take into consideration the concerns as set forth: 

 

Regarding Traffic: 

  

• Only one combined entry/exit point to accommodate an additional 4,100+ vehicle trips per weekday 

(according to the School District’s own traffic study). Have you actually been on 228th during workday 

rush hours??????????? 

• Internal traffic circulation routes are very limited. 

• Due to the site location, this will effectively be a 100% commuter campus.  

• Single entry/exit will cause parents significant wait-times in queuing to drop off their students.   And 

what about all the other traffic that will be utilizing the street for non-school drop-offs/pick ups  and that 

gets caught up in that mess? 

• Extensive road improvements will be required on 228th Ave SE.  

o At least six lanes of roadway  

o New stoplights at the entry/exit point, and probably at SE 40th St. as well  

o Multiple tall, unsightly retaining walls will be necessary along 228th  

o Considerable expense to the District’s taxpayers 

• Increased traffic will exacerbate the existing congested choke point for drivers exiting the Sammamish 

Plateau – and believe me there are A LOT of those drivers already 

  

Regarding Safety: 

  

• Despite the District’s claims to the contrary, locating a high school and elementary school on the same 

campus is nearly unprecedented in this region  

o Raises numerous safety concerns, including teen drivers (inexperienced, distracted)  and small 

children on same campus 

o Rapid emergency response during peak commute times very difficult 

o Every moment counts during a serious student injury, fire, natural disaster, or worse, an active 

shooter 

o   

Regarding Site Facilities: 

• The proposed site is only 36 usable acres, not enough for a high school alone.  

o Yet, plan includes two schools, separate softball and baseball fields, a massive football stadium, 

including 2,000-seat bleachers, an athletic plaza, concession stands, press box, and PA 
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system.  Have you actually BEEN on a property of that size with ALL those buildings and 

amenities?? 

• Sharing Skyline and Issaquah High’s stadiums for interscholastic competitions is the most responsible 

solution.   

o Numerous other high schools in the area share facilities for competitions, including Northshore 

District where four schools share the same stadium.  And what about the sporting events where 

other school students and parents will be attending adding to the traffic congestion?   

o Skyline’s stadium recently renovated at cost of over $11 million  

 Sits empty during half the Friday nights of football season  

• The elementary school is not necessary and should be deleted from the site plan.   

o District’s own projections show a decline in elementary school enrollment by 2030 to a point 

lower than the capacity of existing District elementary schools    

o Result would reduce traffic and provide more opportunity to mitigate other impacts from the 

high school 

  

Regarding tree retention: 

• Plan includes removing nearly ALL existing, mature trees on the site, replacing them with nursery 

stock.   

o Multiple decades required for replacement tree growth (if they survive that long) to adequately 

replace loss of tree canopy or to provide adequate buffer with adjoining neighborhoods, in 

addition to the extra expenses of water and maintenance. 

• Plan is in direct violation of the City’s own comprehensive plan requirements for tree replacement.   

• Retaining trees addresses climate change and stormwater management. 

  
Regarding stormwater:  

• Two-thirds (67%) of the site will become impervious surface substantially increasing stormwater 

runoff.   

o District claims stormwater runoff will be captured on-site and the flow rate from site will be 

controlled to be lower than current flow rate (works in theory only) 

o This fails to acknowledge that total flow volume will be significantly increased.   

o Total flow volume, in addition to flow rate, is a significant factor in causing downstream impacts 

such as streambed erosion, a major source of water pollution  

• Plan calls for all runoff to flow to Lake Sammamish by way of Laughing Jacobs Creek.   

o No impact analysis of the effects on either body of water from increased runoff volume and 

resulting potential pollution are in the plan   

o No accounting in plan for impacts on the Kokanee salmon that utilize Laughing Jacobs Creek for 

spawning 

o Impacts on Laughing Jacobs Basin Plan (jointly sponsored by City of Issaquah and City of 

Sammamish) not shown in plan 

o Impacts on plans developed by the King County Kokanee Work Group for reconstruction of 

streambed near mouth of Laughing Jacobs Creek also absent from plan.   

• All available means to protect the water quality of Lake Sammamish need to be employed.  

  
Regarding Other Environmental Impacts: 

• No adequate mitigation shown of visual, noise, light and vehicle exhaust impacts on Providence Point 

property owners and other surrounding neighborhoods. 

• Given the size and scope and complexity of this project it warrants a full Environmental Impact 

Statement.  
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o So far, the District has refused to acknowledge whether or not they intend to conduct one 
 

Thank you for taking the time to read and consider my comments and concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Velta Svinis 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Klina Dupuy <klinatravels@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, November 13, 2020 8:24 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Providence Heights School

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

I remain an extremely concerned resident of Issaquah regarding the proposed construction of a high school and an 

elementary school on the Providence Heights property. 

 

It seems a number of concerns have not been given any constructive thought or discussion. 

 

The impact to traffic on 228th Ave. SE is huge. During normal conditions pre-covid there were times when traffic was 

practically bumper to bumper.  Add school traffic and it will be a standstill.  What sort of accommodations will be 

arranged for any sort of emergency activities.  Who will pay for additional traffic lanes?  Does the city of Issaquah own 

the rights to improve 228th Ave. SE?  Answers Please. 

 

Why is the school district insisting on another stadium.  Was there not a plan for the schools to share sports facilities and 

save more than $10 million?  Rather grandiose plans in a time of lingering covid problems. 

 

And, finally, the TREES.  This state has preached conservation, climate change impact and environmental consequences 

for years.  So why are the mature trees being cut down? Why is surface water runoff being ignored?   

 

The Issaquah School District is ignoring resident concerns. 

 

Thank you, 

 

Klina Dupuy 

3661 224th Pl SE 

Issaquah, WA 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Janice McKinley <jandeg1001@yahoo.com>

Sent: Saturday, November 14, 2020 1:45 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: ISD  high school #4 and elementary school # 17

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Cristina, 

 

I am a newer member of the Providence Point community. Like many of my neighbors I purchased my home here 

because it is inclusive, quiet, beautiful, but most importantly safe.  I’ve read and discussed points both in favor of and in 

opposition to the above project.  Frankly, with the negative points that have been brought forth concerning excessive 

traffic noise and traffic congestion, wetlands, disruption of natural environment it appears that moving forward with this 

project all on one location is nothing short of lunacy.  

 

The points of discussion are diverse but at no time did I read about the negative impact this project would have on 

personal  safety of the residents of the Providence Point community.  

 

I should at this time inject that the area of safety is some thing I am highly qualified to address.  I am a retired law-

enforcement officer who was a lieutenant/patrol watch commander when I retired.  I spent about 85% of my career in a 

patrol car on patrol.   

 

I can guarantee you before the completion of and the occupation of the completed school the residents of Providence 

Point will start to incur vandalism of property, car burglaries, theft of items located on low level patios in yards, not to 

mention the threat of personal safety.  Those residents who live on the street level condominiums will especially have 

their personal safety reduced.  Now add  to that sporting events and the chance of crimes occurring rises.  Senior 

citizens are viewed as a vulnerable population and easy targets.   

 

What provisions have been made to insure this doesn’t happen?  City police do not patrol private communities like PP. 

The residents of Providence Point would have to hire additional security personnel patrolling 24/7. This cost would 

elevate our HOA fees which are notoriously high already while at the same time negatively impacting the value of our 

property because of noise, traffic, and the rising crime rate.  I should point out the 16 months that I’ve lived here our 

HOA fees have already gone up three times.  

 

It appears to me that the City Council of Issaquah is just going through the motions so that they can move forward with 

this project. It does not strike me that they have any concern about what is going to happen with the over 1300 

individual residences and thousands of owner/occupants in the Providence Point Community.  It makes no sense to any 

of us why they chose this piece of property to squeeze two schools on when there is additional property owned by the 

school district on East Lake Sammamish they could easily hold the schools.  Our community is already at risk because we 

only have one way in and one way out while we wait for what was supposed to have taken three weeks and it’s going to 

be over a year on road construction to put in one simple traffic light.   

 

 

Janice McKinley  

Rainer Bldg 

 

Sent from my iPhone 
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Cristina Haworth

From: diane exeriede <dianeexreed@outlook.com>

Sent: Saturday, November 14, 2020 3:55 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: ISD High School #4 and Elementary School Project #PRJ 19-00008 public comment

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposed project.   

I concur with the objections that the City of Sammamish raised in their 9/4/2020 letter to the ISD and City of 

Issaquah.  It is disturbing that no alternative sites were considered suitable for this overly large project.  I have 

confined my specific comments to the Heffron Transportation report of 9/1/20.  I was not able to adequately 

review the site plan diagrams as they were too difficult to read on my computer screen.  

  

Comments on Heffron Transportation, Inc report dated 9/1/2020: 
 

This report defines the morning arrival peak hours from 7 to 8 AM.  However, it does not 
mention the fact that on Wednesdays ISD elementary, middle and high schools have different 
late start and dismissal times.  Please refer to the ISD bus and bell 
schedules.  https://www.issaquah.wednet.edu/schools/schedules 

Elementary schools start at 9:15 AM and dismiss at 1:30 PM, High Schools start at 10:10 AM 
and dismiss at 3:45 PM.  The Heffron report also did not discuss the impact of students 
driving off campus during their staggered lunch times. 
My concern is that 228th Ave SE will be congested with school traffic outside of the normal 
peak hours and make it difficult to exit the unsignalized intersection of 228th SE and 
Providence Point Dr SE.   This intersection is the entrance for Bellewood Retirement 
Community with 133 residents, Marionwood nursing center with 117 residents & 75 parking 
spaces, the current office building with 47 parking spaces and the eleven-unit Sammamish 
Woods Townhome project which is pending development, PRJ 12-00046 with 28 parking 
spaces.  This is also the rear entrance for Providence Pt’s north campus with 807 units.   
 

The Heffron report also discussed the need for mitigation at SE 40th Street/228th intersection 
and determined that “ installing a traffic signal would improve operations to LOS D or 
better”.  According to the Sammamish TMP   This intersection is already listed as a required 
concurrency project with a projected LOS F by 2023 without the additional traffic from 
the school project.    However, the proposed signal is only 300 ft south of Providence Pt 
Dr SE/228th.  What will be the impact of this signal on vehicles entering and exiting 
Providence Pt Dr SE? 

 

The project will also include sidewalk improvements along the site frontage.  However, these 
are sidewalks to nowhere as no offsite sidewalks are proposed. 
The City of Sammamish has no plans to build connecting sidewalks along 228th for the next 
20 years.  See their 2020 Draft TMP p. 17 “While pedestrian facilities are generally 
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lacking throughout the City, stakeholders were particularly concerned about the 
absence of a welcoming environment for all modes of travel along 228th Avenue SE.”  
A risk management analysis should be conducted before an ISD Transportation plan 
recommends safe walk routes to the school site.  This is to avoid future lawsuits against the 
ISD and Cities of Issaquah and Sammamish.  I suggest that ISD administration and Issaquah 
City Council members attempt to walk from the school site to the South Sammamish Park and 
Ride before endorsing such a plan.  I am speaking from experience as I have walked from the 
route and found it rather dangerous especially where the road narrows at 35th St SE. 
 

I support additional traffic related SEPA mitigation measures for this ISD project proposal.  I 
also support a full EIS review of the entire project. 
 

Diane Exeriede 

22016 SE 40th Lane 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Gary Reul <garyreul74@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, November 15, 2020 10:31 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: New high school and elementary school

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

My name is Dr, Gary Reul, a retired Northshore School District administrator and former state administrator in the office 

of the Superintendent of Public Instruction. The Northshore School District is very successfully using one stadium for 

four high schools. It is a tremendous waste of money for the ISD to add another stadium with one a very short distance 

away.  
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Cristina Haworth

From: Ed Peteroy <epeteroy@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 1:22 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Note for the Issaquah City Development Commission

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Issaquah City Development Commission: 

 

Stormwater and Drainage – ISD HS #4, ISD #4 Stadium, and Elementary School # 17  

In the Issaquah City Development Commission meeting, citizens of the Providence Point Community expressed 

concern about stormwater drainage- where it will go and the impact on the surrounding areas all along 228th 

Street and SE 43rd Street.  Ideally, the stormwater would go into the SE 43rd Street drainage capture and 

release mechanisms that have been installed over the past 6 months.  However, residents of Providence Point 

remain concerned that a substantial amount of stormwater runoff may overwhelm stormwater facilities that 

exist in the Providence Point community. These facilities were mostly installed in the 1980s under a severely 

outdated stormwater regulatory manual.   

 The Drainage Narrative submitted by ISD for HS #4, HS #4 Stadium, and ES #17 talks about capturing the 

stormwater and releasing it to control the flow of stormwater.  It does not deal with the volume of 

stormwater runoff.  The Drainage Narrative shows that the existing plat of land being proposed for 

development by the ISD presently has a 73% Pervious Surface area. The result of adding HS #4, the HS # 4 

Stadium, and ES #17 with parking creates a plot of land that would then have only a 21% Pervious Surface 

Area.  This is a decrease of 71% of the total existing Pervious Surface area.  This will create not only a problem 

with capturing, cleansing, and releasing the stormwater but also dealing with huge volumes of water that 

were previously being absorbed into the existing pervious surface area.  Nowhere in ISD’s Stormwater and 

Drainage Narrative is this significant increase in the VOLUME of stormwater dealt with adequately.  There are 

no studies included in the current proposal that deal with the ability of the capture and release systems that 

are in place to deal with the significantly increased volume of stormwater that will be getting released.  

As stated earlier, the Providence Point Community stormwater drainage and overflow ponds were developed 

35 years ago.  ISD does not include any stress testing of the existing systems and the potential damage that 

can be done not only to the existing drainage system, but also to Providence Pt Community property in the 

event that the 35-year-old system cannot handle the tremendous increase of stormwater volume that would 

be released.   

Before this project is approved, ISD should prove unequivocally that Providence Point’s Drainage system 

and property will not be impacted by the major increase in the volume of stormwater runoff that their 

proposed project will produce.  

 

 

Thank you for your attention in this matter. 
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Ed Peteroy 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Pat Pirrello <ppirrello@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 1:45 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Issaquah City Development Commission Comments

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Issaquah City Development Commission: 

 

Building and Aesthetics - ISD HS #4, HS #4 Stadium, and ES #17  

  

Key points that were brought up by concerned residents to the City of Issaquah Development Commission on 

ISD’s proposed high school, high school stadium, and elementary school bring out the reality of a stadium and 

high school backing up to the boundaries of Providence Point.  Residents would find themselves no longer 

looking at trees but looking at what appears to be the back of a factory or industrial building.  The ISD rebuttal 

to these concerns is that Providence Point has some three-story buildings, so they should be allowed to have 

the same thing.  There are several problems with this illogical way of thinking. First, the ISD property generally 

sits at a higher elevation than Providence Point so three-story buildings will tower over existing structures in 

the area.  Second, this proposed complex does not meet the mandated Floor Area Ratio.  The key reason for 

having a FAR is to limit the size of building structures in relation to the size of the lot on which they are 

located.   The ISD is seeking to jam buildings and a stadium onto a small parcel of land.  The Compact School 

standards were developed without input from the Providence Point community to begin with and the least 

the City of Issaquah can do is to require the ISD to follow the FAR and not give any variance to the mandated 

Floor Area Ratio. Third, the ISD responded that there will be an average 60-foot-wide buffer of trees adjacent 

to the Providence Point property.  The problem with using an average is that at several points there are only 

20 feet between where the back of the high school and stadium end and the Providence Point Community 

begins.  At least 75%, that is 2,165 of 2,887 mature trees, on the ISD plat will be destroyed and a few of these 

will be replaced with saplings so both noise and light from the high school and stadium will be a constant 

annoyance and aesthetic nightmare.   

 Installing concrete noise barrier panels like the ones utilized along interstate highways might mitigate the 

impact of these structures and their daily use by students. These panels could feature decorative designs of 

our great northwestern history and could be worked on collaboratively with the Providence Point community 

providing some control for the noise and lights from the high school, stadium and athletic fields.  In addition, 

residents request  that FAR regulations are respected and no variance granted.   

 

 

Thank you for your attention in this matter. 

 

Patricia E. Pirrello, Ph.D. 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Kathie Wilbert <kathiewilbert@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 3:15 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Cc: cynthia@provpoint.com

Subject: Issaquah SD plans for High School and Elementary school

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

To the City Development Department: 

I am writing about the High School and Elementary School that the Issaquah School District is proposing to build on SE 

228th St. I understand now is the time for public comment. 

 

I could comment on many problems with the plans as presently laid out (size, water, traffic, noise, etc) but prefer to 

comment on one particular part. As a retired school nurse who has dealt with planning for school emergencies, I am 

particularly concerned and object to the plan for ingress and egress. Having only one entrance/exit combined is simply 

asking for trouble. Imagine an active shooter on the campus. There would be vehicles driven by high school students 

trying to get out, emergency vehicles trying to get in, parents trying to stream in to their children, etc. Police could block 

the entrance, but where would all the parents, press, etc. park? There certainly isn't room on 228th. If they park on side 

streets, there is no safe walkway to the school. It would be one huge parking lot on 228th, which would also impede 

emergency vehicles. It wouldn't even have to be an active shooter.  Evergreen SD where I was employed had the roof 

torn off of an elementary school during the school day by a tornado. Severe weather events happen here, too. What 

about a fire in one of the buildings.  Where would students go? Having only one way in and out for such a large project 

presents many issues. 

 

I understand that the Issaquah SD needs an additional high school. I doubt an elementary is needed, as they forecast a 

smaller enrollment of elementary students in the near future.  I also understand the difficulty in finding a parcel on 

which to build. But this proposed project presents too many issues to go forward without revision. 

 

Thank you for reading my comment. 

Kathie Wilbert 

22479 SE 37th Terrace 

Issaquah, WA 

425-313-2429 
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November 16, 2020 

 

 
Re: Providence Ridge Schools 
To: Cristinah@issaquahwa.gov 
 
The Issaquah Alps Trails Club shares many of the environmental concerns that other groups 
and individuals have with the plans for the two schools on the former Providence Height site.   
 
It is difficult to understand how the transportation system for pedestrians, buses and cars will 
function.  It seems very car oriented with lots of conflict places for pedestrians and great 
inefficiencies for buses.  Certainly, no recognition of climate change concerns given the 
transportation layout and its dependence and prioritization of single occupancy vehicles. 
 
We are concerned about the long term protection and restoration of the retained natural 
areas and any new areas that will be restored and maintained for long term open space. 
 
Our organization encourages the use of parks, open spaces and trails for use by physical 
education classes, physical training for athletes in many sports and the use by cross country 
teams for practice and events.  Likely the school will have a cross country team and typically 
PE classes and others exercising will use unpaved surfaces for some of their running.  A trail 
system will assuredly develop on the open space over time, the key is to proactively plan that 
trail system avoiding steep erodible slopes, off trail “short cuts,” unsafe road crossings and 
protect the long-term health of the existing and future plantings required for disturbed ground 
and restoration areas.  
  
The use by Issaquah High School of the adjoining Park Pointe city open space has some issues 
that are of concern that we don’t want to see repeated here.  Some of the trails they use at 
Park Pointe are not well planned or maintained for running.  Management of tripping hazards 
such as rocks and roots are handled by painting them with white spray paint!  Certainly not the 
best solution for the health of the forest and the safety of trail users.  With little forest 
planned to be retained and areas of new plantings needing protection and the need for safe 
crossings of busy roads surrounding the schools there is a great need to carefully plan for 
trails, road crossing points and the use of the few remaining natural areas for educational uses 
as well. 
 
The health of the green belts on the north, west and south sides are in terrible shape, as is the 
wetland south of the proposed elementary school.  There are many non-native plants 
including state regulated tansy ragwort, ivy varieties and non-native blackberry species.  A 
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comprehensive planting plan and 10 year bonded maintenance commitment needs to be 
developed for these areas.  With roads and school facilities pushed up close to adjoining 
residential uses the narrow green strips need to be well planted and well maintained. 
On the east side of the property there is a great deal of quality native plant and tree habitat.  
Much of this habitat will be lost to the 5 lane road, other grading and filling and stormwater 
facilities.  This same area requires a comprehensive planting plan and 10 year bonded 
maintenance agreement. 
 
Besides great mitigation plans and 10 year bonding two additional mitigation strategies need 
to be followed.  To compensate for the loss of smaller native plants there should be 
opportunities for plant salvage on areas where plants would otherwise be destroyed.  This 
would apply to native ferns, native flowers and shrubs and smaller trees. Ideally salvaged 
plants would first be used on the site, second made available for use on other school sites and 
public areas and finally for the general public. 
 
Compensating for the loss of many large trees, both evergreen and deciduous is more difficult, 
in this instance there is a real need for the large trees on the site for use in a salmon 
restoration project in the same basin, Lake Sammamish, as the school site.  State parks is 
working with the Mountains to Sound Greenway on a salmon recovery project in Lake 
Sammamish State Park that has the need for large woody debris to be placed in the creek for a 
variety of fish enhancing purposes.  Providing large trees, with root balls attached, would be a 
great way to compensate for the loss of the forest on this site within the Lake Sammamish 
Basin. 
 
We recognize the difficulty with putting two schools on the site given its limitation in size, 
access and topography.  Trying to do more school on less site requires more work, more cost 
and more impact and a more comprehensive mitigation program.  The above suggested 
requirements are justified given the proposed impacts development of this site would create. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
David Kappler      Lindsay Frickle 
VP Advocacy      Executive Director 
Issaquah Alps Trails Club     Issaquah Alps Trails Club 
advocacy@issaquahalps.org    exec@issaquahalps.org 
425-652-2753      206-940-2816 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Rowena Hall <rowiehall@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 4:03 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Public Comment.

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

I am writing about the two schools hoping to be built on the property between Providence Point and Bellwood  and 

Marianwood .  My husband and I raised our 4 children here on the Issaquah Pine Lake plateau on 5 acres.  Our 2 boys 

and 2 girls attended Sunnyhillls,  Pine Lake Junior High and Issaquah High.  This was in the seventies and eighties.  All 

four graduated from Issaquah High School.  Even at that time,  thirty years or more ago Sunnyhills was bursting at the 

seams and my sixth graders were bussed to May Valley area  near what is Jay Berrys now.  My husband retired in 1989, 

Issaquah schools getting crowded even then,  the Boeing family planning to sell off some of the farm which bordered 

our property, which is now all houses,  so we sold our 5 acres and retired to Lopez Island for 20 years.  When my 

husband turned 80 we decided to come back down to Issaquah to a retirement place and chose Providence Point for a 

beautiful quiet place to spend our last years.  My husband died, 5 years ago and now I learn that you people are 

planning to build a High School and an Elementary School on what I call the Lutheran Bible institute property.  One of my 

sons went there for 2 years after graduation.  You plan to build two schools, on that property.  I just can’t understand 

how you can think that is a suitable piece of land for these two schools.  It is surrounded by senior housing for heavens 

sake.  And now they are putting in traffic lights,  I can just imagine our mornings when this all happens,  the noise of the 

school busses stopping and starting at the traffic lights,  the high school children and their cars,  the football 

games.  OMG.  Some days it will be a nightmare.  I cannot bare the thought of moving again at my age 85 almost (Dec)  I 

understand land is hard to find but these troubles started years ago. 

 

Thanks for letting me type a few lines to tell you how I feel about you building two schools surrounded by us “Oldies”  I 

love children and teens but their schools should NOT be put in an area surrounded by elderly retired people. Most of us 

like our quiet in our Autumn years. 

 

Sincerely,  Rowena Hall,    22521 SE 42nd Ter.  Issaquah.  Providence Point. 

 

Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Ed Peteroy <epeteroy@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 4:39 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Comments for the Issaquah City Development Commission Regarding ISD Proposal for 

ISD HS #4, ISD Stadium #4, and Elementary School #17

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Issaquah City Development Commission: 

 

I am writing to you with serious concerns over the Master Plan that was submitted by the Issaquah School 

District (ISD) for their HS #4, HS #4 Stadium, and Elementary #17 schools on the Providence Heights 

Property.  I live in the Forest Village section of Providence Point and am opposing the project for the following 

reasons: 

 

1.  There will be only one combined entry/exit point to accommodate an additional 4,100+ trips per 

weekday according to ISD's own traffic study.  This will create extensive traffic jams and experts believe 

that at least six lanes of roadway need to exist to accommodate this increased traffic flow. 

2. Serious safety concerns will be created.  In the event of a serious student injury, fire, natural disaster, 

or active shooter incident rapid response during peak times will not be possible. 

3. ISD just finished having Skyline Stadium,  2 miles away , remodeled for 11 million dollars.  Numerous 

school districts in this area share facilities for competitions.  For example, Northshore School District 

has four schools sharing the same stadium.  The best solution is to have any new high schools share 

Skyline and Issaquah High School's stadiums. Squandering taxpayer money for redundant facilities 

during a pandemic is totally irresponsible on ISD's part. 

4. The scope and complexity of ISD's project warrants a full Environmental Impact Study.  To date NONE 

has been done. 

Please do not approve ISD's Master Plan for the Providence Heights property until the above problems have 

been addressed and a FULL Environmental Impact Study has been performed. 

 

Thank you for your attention in this matter. 

 

 

Edward T. Peteroy, Ph.D. 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Jane Stansbury <njstansbury_2000@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 18, 2020 10:05 AM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Issaquah School District High School #4  And Elementary School #17

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Please accept my public comments regarding the referenced Project: 

  

1.        With climate change very heavy on the minds of all of us, particularly young people, it seems 

contraindicated to remove nearly every existing mature tree on this site, particularly around the perimeter of the 

project.  As I understand it, this violates Issaquah’s comprehensive plan requirement.  The majority of the site 

as planned will increase stormwater runoff, which ultimately will run into Lake Sammamish.  This needs further 

study as Lake Sammamish water should be protected. 

2.       Traffic increase is the most immediate concern.  The ISD projects an additional 4,100 vehicle trips per 

weekday.  The 228th road is already too busy with increasing growth in the Sammamish Plateau.  I hope there 

will be far greater cooperation between Sammamish and Issaquah on this project, since it immensely impacts 

both cities. 

3.       The site for the schools sits right across from my condo.  The acreage is, by the ISD’s own admission, too 

small for all they are trying to build.  I encourage the ISD to use creativity in determining what the next 

generation will want in terms of school land usage, and look at alternatives to sports….like using some of the 

land for outdoor education.  Right now, they are projecting they will need to place portables on the 

land.  Students need space to blossom! 

4.       Finally, and most important, I encourage you all to insist upon an independent review of the 

Environmental Checklist required by City Code and the State Environmental Policy Act.   

 

Thank you. 

Jane Stansbury 

22490 SE 42nd Terrace 

Issaquah WA 98029 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Fay Helmon <monnoe46@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 18, 2020 10:19 AM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Comments

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

TO:                                                                                         FROM: 

Development Services Department                              Mary Fay Helmon 

P.O. Box 1307, Issaquah WA 98027                             3935 226th Place SE #310  

Email: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov                                Issaquah, WA 98029 

 

Here are my comments on Issaquah School District’s application for High School #4 and 

Elementary School #17. 

 

Site Facilities 

The biggest concern I have with the site is that the approximately 40 acres is not sufficiently 

large to accommodate a high school and an elementary school plus   all the amenities and 

topographical challenges.  The new high school is planned for only 30.7 acres.  This is 

considerably less when compared to other Issaquah high schools and IDS’s narrative extols the 

virtues of the compact nature of the design.  However, what ISD considers a positive, does not 

work for residential neighbors. The more facilities that are packed into a small space, the 

more we, the neighbors, pay the price of noise, pollution, and disruption of our current quiet 

and peaceful surroundings.  

 

There is no reason for the plan to include a stadium when Skyline nearby has a renovated 

facility that could be shared.  Eliminating the large stadium and building only facilities for 

team practices and PE classes would create less noise for neighbors. The plans for the stadium 

with associated evening games, PA system, etc. fails to consider those of us who will have to 

live with the noise and disruption that will occur not just during school hours but into the 

evening and on weekends.  In addition, it is my understanding that the City is going to allow 

ISD to rent out the facilities to other entities.  With this policy the City of Issaquah shows little 

regard for its approximately 1300 citizens living at Providence Point. 

 

The elementary school should be eliminated from the plan.  School enrollment is declining 

and with COVID-19 there are real issues about whether traditional classroom space will be as 

important in the future as it has been in the past.  The second school on one site greatly 

increases the noise, traffic, drainage, old tree removal and environmental impact of the 
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project.  The school would not draw students from any of the adjacent properties which are all 

for older residents and ISD needs to look for suitable property for the elementary school.   

 

Need information.  I have requested in the past an elevation view from Providence Point 

property to the area where the elementary school is located or a diagram that includes a clear 

representation of Providence Point buildings on the other side of the property line. I have 

searched the application documents in vain for this view.  It is hard to comment on an area I 

haven’t been able to evaluate.  In the absence of available information, I assume that there is 

little fence or tree buffer in the area that I’m concerned about.  Project plans show that the 

district would rather remove old trees on the perimeter with Providence Point and keep old 

trees by 228th St. so cars passing by will have a pleasant view of the school.  This clearly shows 

how little regard the District has for mitigating the effects of this huge project on its elderly 

neighbors.     

 

Given all the above concerns, the project plan should include old trees as a large buffer and a 

sturdy, high fence along the entire perimeter with Providence  Point for safety and 

mitigation of noise.  Perhaps there is reference to fencing in the many pages of documents 

associated with the project, but I haven’t found one.  

 

Traffic and Safety 

Internal:  The plan as submitted shows only one entry/exit location and limited internal traffic 

circulation routes. The two schools will produce an additional 4,100 vehicle trips per 

weekday.   When common sense is applied, the one entry/exit seems totally inadequate for 

this degree of traffic and unsafe in emergency situations.  Removing the elementary school 

from the plans may help, but serious traffic and safety issues would remain. The project 

requires extensive and expensive work on 228th St. and will increase traffic exponentially on 

this already congested roadway.       

External:  Extensive road repairs will be necessary on 228th St. and will disrupt traffic on 

43rd/228th not only during construction but when the schools are open and 

staff/parents/students line up to enter the campus or exit from it.  There are no single homes 

with children in the areas contiguous with the campus and most students must be brought 

in.  Retired/elderly citizens will bear the brunt of the traffic concerns, and we will also be 

significantly impacted by access to/from Providence Point Drive (PP back gate) 

Safety is also a concern.  We know from hearing experiences of our family members who live 

near a high school, that students tend not to show respect for adjacent private property.  See 

comment above about fencing.  

 

Environment Impact 

The scope and complexity of this project warrant a full Environmental Impact Statement.   
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The environmental impact of two schools (or even one high school with numerous amenities) 

is huge.  Retaining trees is important for mitigation of environmental impact yet in this case, 

most old trees are removed.  Large old trees would help mitigate pollution from buses and 

cars. This project plan removes old trees whose positive effect will take years to replace.  

 

I am not a stormwater runoff expert, but I have listened to those who are and I use common 

sense in looking at the District’s stormwater plans.  With a large amount of impervious surface 

needed for the schools, parking lots, roads, etc. the runoff will increase greatly even though 

ISD tries to prove otherwise by claiming that it will control the runoff by capturing the flow 

rate.  However, total flow volume will increase significantly.  I have concerns about the aging 

Providence Point drainage system the District plans to use.  It was designed for the few 

original buildings on the Providence Heights property and not for a high school and 

elementary school with large amounts of hardscape.   

Is ISD going to upgrade this system?  

 

Most alarming, the District’s project plan calls for all runoff to flow to Lake Sammamish by way 

of Laughing Jacobs Creek and yet there is no analysis of the impact of this plan on the 

Kokanee Salmon, Laughing Jacobs Creek or Lake Sammamish. 

 

In summary, Issaquah School District’s Application to the City of Issaquah for construction of 

two new schools is lacking in mitigation of environmental impact, stormwater drainage, noise, 

pollution, traffic, and safety.  I am asking the City of Issaquah to require ISD to make changes 

to their project plans to mitigate these negative effects on adjacent property and for all who 

care about the environment.        

 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Ron Imhoff <r3025i@outlook.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 18, 2020 1:05 PM

To: Cristina Haworth; Development Commission; City Council; Mayor; Lucy Sloman

Subject: ISD High School and Elementary School Campus at 4221 228th Ave SE

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

To Cristina Haworth, Lucy Sloman, the development commission, city council, and mayor:  

I am writing this because I think there are issues that need to be addressed with the proposed project for high school #4 

and elementary school #17:  

  

1. The property is not big enough for both schools.  If any school is there, it should only be the high school.  As the 

school district’s own enrollment projections indicate, the school district has adequate current elementary 

capacity to handle planned growth for the next 15 years.  

2. The planning policy commission recognized that the property was not big enough for both schools.  It is time for 

the development commission and city council to recognize that as well.  

3. The football stadium is not needed on that property.  There are already 2 football stadiums owned by the 

Issaquah School district within 5 miles of this property. They could be shared for the few occasions when a large 

event is planned.  

4. The plans do not appear to have appropriate security fencing or walls separating it from other properties.     

5. There was no indication that the asbestos previously on the property is no longer there.  An independent test 

and report needs to be done to verify that there will not be any residual asbestos on the property.  

6. Because there is only one way to get into and out of the property, buses, cars, bicycles, and pedestrians will all 

be funneled through that single road.  Perhaps a better way would be to have an entrance road near SE 40th 

street for cars, and a separate entrance for buses at the top of the hill where an emergency entrance is planned.  

7. The school district is not doing due diligence to take care of environmental issues or to fit with the City of 

Issaquah goals and strategic plan.  A detailed response from them as to what they are doing to align with that 

plan would help the citizens know the development of this property is not in conflict with the city strategic 

plan.   

8. Having a school with such a large impervious footprint will not be good for the environment or the Kokanee 

salmon. Instead it should be designed to only use the currently existing open space on the property.  Removing 

so many existing large trees will not be good and will increase runoff especially during extreme weather events.  

9. This location is not convenient for students to walk or bike to school.  Not only is the frontage road dangerous, 

but there are very few students that live close to the school. Once they do get to the property entrance, they 

still have to go at least ¼ mile more to get to the building. Most, if not all, of the students in the city of Issaquah 

that will be required to go to that school will live 2 or more miles from the school. The road directly in front of 

the property will need to be improved, but also beyond the property on 228th up to Issaquah Pine Lake Road 

before any school can be occupied.  If we want to encourage the Issaquah multi-modal vision, then we would 

want a school property where many of the students will be able to walk or bike to attend. In fact, if we consider 
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reduction of carbon a worthy goal for the students to champion, I doubt that they would want to go to a school 

where it is necessary to use fossil fuels to get there.  

10. According to the Sustainable Development Vision document that ISD filed, they claim there is a public transit 

stop 770 feet from the proposed access to the site.  While there may have been a bus stop there at one time, 

there is not one there now.  The nearest stop is the park and ride ¾ mile away.  

11. There is no plan to deal with student parking off-campus.  How will the surrounding neighborhoods be affected 

if students park on those streets?  

12. Using a version of the compact school design standards on this site doesn’t fit with the character of the site or 

the surrounding neighborhood.  The compact school design standard fits better in central Issaquah or Issaquah 

Highlands.  

13. Because of the shutdown of city facilities it has been very difficult to review all the documents posted, so it is 

hard to be sure all issues are being addressed.  More time is needed for public review and comment.  

  

Thanks for considering these issues and concerns and please don’t allow the project to go forward without requiring 

many critical changes.  

  

Ron Imhoff  

3935 226th Place SE  

Issaquah, WA 98029  
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Cristina Haworth

From: Louise Weathers <lweathers1@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, November 18, 2020 4:43 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Proposed Issaquah Elementary & High School

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

I am concerned and I agree with all the reasons everyone else is against building the 
proposed  elementary &  high school, along with stadium, ball fields, bleachers, etc. etc. 
 
Traffic, Safety, Tree retention, Stormwater, No adequate mitigation shown of visual, noise, light and 
vehicle  exhaust impacts on Providence Point property owners and other neighbors, including Providence 
Marianwood  & Bellewood retirement community! Traffic is a problem on 228th now. Our North gate will 
be affected with significant impact access which is already a problem as it is now! 228th will need 
significant improvements. Single entry/exit to the schools will cause parents significant wait-times with 
backed up traffic; and increased traffic will exacerbate the existing congested road for drivers exiting 
the Sammamish Plateau. 
 
I did not buy into a retirement community to be bombarded with noise!  
I will be across the street from the planned stadium...and I DON'T want it!  
Noise, Traffic, inconsiderate teens trespassing on our properties before during and after school or ball 
games, the environmental impact removing old growth trees, leaving us no adequate buffer! Why is the 
stadium located right next to Providence Point? If you think you needed it, why couldn't it have been 
positioned on 228th street instead? The school would then be a partial buffer!  But, I don't want it at 
all...it's too much! 
 
Destroying more mature trees is inexcusable. The ones that were already removed can't be replaced; 
the few on the property perimeter offering adequate shrub and tree density cannot be accomplished to 
protect the serenity and peace of neighbors! I don't want to listen to the yelling of kids and teens, the 
crowds, and blaring of drums and bands at all hours from the stadium and games. Retaining trees 
addresses climate change and stormwater management. 
 
The above only addresses some of the sound problems. There is no reason for another stadium to be 
built when Skyline's newly renovated, over $11 million stadium, is just up the road that could be shared 
(half the Friday nights of Football season it sits empty!) Why spend tax payer's dollars unnecessarily? 
The elementary school is not necessary; school enrollment is declining! Cramming two schools, separate 
softball and baseball fields, a massive football stadium, including 2,000-seat bleachers, an athletic plaza, 
concession stands, press box, and PA system all on 36 usable acres, is not enough for the high school 
alone!  
 
Numerous safety concerns, including teen drivers and small children on the same campus!  
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We have emergency vehicles regularly coming to  Providence Point, Bellewood, and Marianwood , 
sometimes several times a day! This would be a problem during peak commute times, not only for us but 
for the students during a serious injury, fire or natural disaster! 
 
Stormwater runoff would be increased and no provision to protect the water quality of Laughing Jacobs 
Creek for spawning salmon nor Lake Sammamish! 
 
It's been poor planning from day 1!!!!  
Please take the above points into consideration.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Louise M. Weathers 
22483 SE 38th Terrace 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
425-606-6518 
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PROVIDENCE POINT UMBRELLA ASSOCIATION  
4135-A PROVIDENCE POINT DRIVE SE 

ISSAQUAH, WASHINGTON  98029 
 
 
 
 

November 18, 2020 
 
 
To: City of Issaquah Development Commission 

Via email to cristinah@issaquahwa.gov 
 
Subject: MSP20-00001_1R_Public-Comment-Summary ISD Response_2020-10-06.pdf 
 
The Providence Point Umbrella Association (PPUA) represents seven separately established 
villages in the Providence Point retirement community containing 1,008 privately owned 
condominium units and 1,400 residents.  On behalf of the PPUA, the Board’s Government 
Affairs Committee has prepared the following comments on the subject document.   
 
The subject document was filed with the Issaquah School District’s Master Site Plan (MSP) for 
their proposed major development adjacent to the Providence Point property.  We disagree with 
numerous statements made by the District in the subject document.  In some cases, we dispute 
what we believe to be substantiative misrepresentations of significant facts which have a bearing 
on the validity of the proposal.  Since the subject document was filed as part of the District’s 
MSP, which the Commission will be reviewing, we feel compelled to bring these disagreements 
and disputes to your attention.  Our comments are noted in the following pages, incorporated 
next to the disputed statements, in blue color for your ease in identifying them. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of our response.  
 
Sincerely, 

 
W. D. Osmer 
Co-chair, PPUA Government Affairs Committee 
On behalf of PPUA 
 
cc: J. Richard Aramburu, rick@aramburu-eustis.com 
 Lucy Sloman, LucyS@issaquahwa.gov 
 Keith Niven, KeithN@issaquahwa.gov  
 David Pyle, dpyle@sammamish.us 
 

mailto:cristinah@issaquahwa.gov
mailto:rick@aramburu-eustis.com
mailto:LucyS@issaquahwa.gov
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Providence Point Comments on Issaquah School District’s Master Site Plan Document 
“MSP20-00001_1R_Public-Comment-Summary ISD Response_2020-10-06.pdf” 
 
Subject document statements in black type, PPUA comments in bold blue. 
 
Procedural Comments and Questions  
 
ISD Statement: 
The District defers to City staff to respond the questions in this category related to the Community 
Conference procedures, code requirements, and notice obligations. No City response has been found. 
However, as a general response, IMC 18.04.140 sets for the requirements for a Community Conference 
related to Master Site Plan application. IMC 18.04.140 was not written in anticipation of a 
pandemic. Trying to interpret the nuances and complexities of the filed site plans from a 
computer screen, when the originals are full-size architectural drawings, was totally 
inadequate for the public to be able to conduct a comprehensive evaluation of the proposed 
project. Furthermore, the same approach now being used with respect to the MSP 
documents is equally inappropriate. The City should require that full size plans and paper 
copies are made available to Providence Point and the larger community. The District’s pre-
conference submittal met all required code provisions for holding the Community Conference. As an 
informal conference designed to provide pre-application project input, there is no required minimum 
submittal requirements and is not intended to be inclusive of all options and issues. Keeping the public 
safe during a pandemic while meeting the guidelines and City requirements for a Community Conference 
has been paramount to developing this virtual Community Conference. ISD and the design team worked 
together with the City to ensure that all submittal materials met the requirements, were provided on time 
and were accurate. The City provided open access to the virtual meeting and posted relevant documents 
for public review. The District responded at the Community Conference to questions from the 
Development Commission and comments and questions from the public and provides additional 
responses herein. 
The City went above and beyond the requirements in IMC 18.04.140 to provide an additional week 
following the Community Conference for the public to submit additional comments and also in providing 
this response to comments and questions (neither the additional comment period nor the response are 
required under IMC 18.04.140). The District views the both comments expressed at the live Community 
Conference and the additional comment period as helpful for purposes of informing its continuing design 
work. 
We appreciated the discussion with the community and Development Commission to help further this 
project and look forward to collaborating further with the Design Commission and public going forward. 
 
Additional PPUA General Response: 
The City’s Notice of Community Conference did NOT meet the code requirements since it 
was not sent to all current property owners within 300 feet of the project property.  
Specifically, numerous property owners in Providence Point, within 300 feet, did not 
receive such notice.  Furthermore, the City even admitted that they did not send the notice 
to property owners immediately east of 228th Ave. SE who are clearly well within 300 feet 
of the property and stand to be significantly impacted by the traffic that would result from 
this project if approved as submitted. 
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General Project Questions and Comments  
 
ISD Statement: 
The direction from the voters and school board has been to provide a comprehensive high school similar 
to the other high schools in the district and to get it completed as soon as possible to reduce existing 
overcrowding at the other high schools and provide the needed capacity to serve ongoing residential 
growth in the district. While the resolution 1063 that authorized the bond initiative may have 
stated “a comprehensive high school,” the wording on the ballot measure itself only stated 
building a new high school.  In fact, the resolution was later amended (resolution 1093) to 
allow the purchase of the administration building and to reserve the previous 
administration land for another school.  The resolution could be amended again to reflect 
new realities about the type of high school now actually needed.  A “comprehensive high 
school” by definition relates to the educational programs offered, not to the provision of a 
stadium on the school grounds. Waiting 4 years from the passage of the bond measure to 
the request for permits is not a very good example of following the direction of the voters to 
get it done as “soon as possible.” The district plans to begin construction in 2021 on the project with 
the primary focus being getting the high school completed and open for use. The project has worked to 
achieve a safe, secure, and high-quality school for the students within the project budget. The design of 
the new site has been laid out to share infrastructure and access between the two schools to minimize 
construction costs as well as provide buffers with program features maintain separation between the two 
schools. The high school track and field, tennis courts, elementary school service area, and the road 
between the two uses provide these buffers. Throughout the design process it was confirmed that a single 
building for each school is more cost efficient to build and maintain than multiple smaller buildings, and 
additionally furthers and facilitates school security. The schools will be equipped with infrastructure to 
allow internet access and remote teaching as necessary in today’s learning environments. While the 
district is contemporaneously planning for learning needs during the pandemic, it also needs to plan for 
school capacity that will be needed beyond the pandemic. At this time no plans for an alternative style 
high school are proposed in the district. ISD is committed to community use of the facilities and as a 
result intends to allow scheduled community access to the track as well as scheduled community use of 
the buildings and fields. This access will be limited to times outside school use and controlled by the 
district. The facility lights onsite will be able to be used by the community during hours outside of school 
use. This is allowed in an effort to facilitate more public use of the facilities by extending the time past 
sundown in which they can be used. The exact hours of permitted community access are still being 
discussed. 
The planned new elementary school is necessary to meet the District’s growth-related capacity needs. 
Currently, the District has a permanent K-5 capacity of 8,242 in permanent facilities (with additional 
capacity in portable facilities) in 15 elementary schools. October 2019 K-5 enrollment shows a total of 
9,383 students in the District. By the 2030 school year, the District projects K-5 enrollment at a total of 
10,118 students. The District’s K-5 student population is currently over housed and, without additional 
capacity, the problem will worsen. The addition of Elementary No. 16 will help to address some but not 
all of those needs. Elementary No. 17 is needed to address additional needs and needs within the service 
area surrounding the school. These statements are contrary to data contained in the District’s 
2020 Capital Facilities Plan (CFP). The 2020 CFP projects a K-5 enrollment of 10,549 for 
the 2034-2035 school year. In that same CFP, the school district gave the current K-5 
school capacity, as 11,436, which is 887 students greater that their 2034-35 projected 
enrollment! Furthermore, that excess current capacity is without the addition of either 
Elementary #16 (which is already under construction) or #17! ISD DOES NOT NEED this 
elementary school! The Commission should require that it be deleted from the site plan.  
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The District is committed to working with the neighbors in the surrounding communities, including 
Providence Point, in attempts to address concerns and provide updated and accurate project information. 
As noted in public materials, the District engaged in settlement discussions prior to the Council’s decision 
on the Comprehensive Plan redesignation and rezone and also in structured mediation with the 
Providence Point Umbrella Association in the current Growth Management Hearings Board proceedings. 
While no settlement was reached in either proceeding, the District directed modifications to the design to 
provide buffers that exceed minimum requirements for the zone (in some areas by considerable amounts). 
Additional berming and landscaping was added beyond code requirements in areas we understand to be 
the highest in terms of view concerns. Further, tree retention and landscaping that exceed minimum code 
requirements, and orientating buildings and facilities in a manner designed to minimize impacts to 
surrounding properties was also done. These modifications were incorporated into the site plan in recent 
months as the District heard and received input. These assertions are disingenuous 
misrepresentations of the facts. During the so-called “settlement discussions,” the District 
was totally unresponsive to any of PPUA’s requests for mitigation of noise and visual 
impacts. The substantive design of the project remains the same today as it was to begin 
with and the orientation of the buildings has remained unchanged. 
The co-location of school facilities is common in the Puget Sound Region, particularly as developable 
urban land is scarce. This statement is simply not true. The examples cited below are not 
comparable to the current plan. The co-location of a high school and an elementary school 
on a campus as small as the current proposal is not at all “common.” In the Issaquah School 
District, Issaquah High School and Issaquah Middle School share a common campus immediately 
adjacent to the Clark Elementary School and Gibson Ek High School campus. Clark Elementary and 
Issaquah High are separated by two parking lots and a primary ingress/egress street; plus, 
the site has FOUR entrances and bus parking is located across 2nd Ave SE on a separate 
site. Hardly a comparable situation. Other area school districts with shared high school and 
elementary campuses include Auburn School District (Auburn High School and Washington Elementary 
School on a 37 acre campus), These schools are separated by a large open space and an access 
road, the site has FIVE entrances and the high school’s “stadium” is across a city street (4th 
St. NE) on a separate site. Bellevue School District (Interlake High School, Evergreen Transition 
Program, and Sherwood Forrest Elementary School on a 48 acre campus), Interlake and Sherwood 
Forest are across a public street from each other (164th Ave NE) and they do not share any 
common access roads or facilities; they are definitely NOT on the “same campus.” Fife 
School District (Fife High School and the new Fife Elementary School on a 29 acre campus), These 
schools are separated by an access road; the site has FOUR entrances, and the bus parking 
lot is across 20th St. E on a separate site. Mercer Island School District (Mercer Island High School, 
Northwood Elementary School, Crest Learning Center, and the District’s Administration Center on a 39 
acre campus), Mercer Island High and Northwood elementary are located on the extreme 
opposite, diagonal corners of the site; separated by a huge open space containing practice 
fields and tennis courts, plus the high school’s stadium. The schools have entrances on 
separate public streets. The high school has FIVE entrances, three on SE 42nd St. and two 
on 92nd Ave SE. The elementary school has a one-way entrance on 86th Ave SE, which then 
exits back onto 86th Ave SE, ensuring straight-through, smooth one-way flow for parent 
drop off and pick up. and Renton School District (Lindbergh High School and Renton Park 
Elementary School on a 37 acre campus). These two schools are on separate city blocks, 
separated by over 1000 feet, a parking lot and a church! They share no common entrances 
and the elementary school has two separate entrances and drop-off areas.  
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State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA)  
 
ISD Statement: 
The District is acting as lead agency for purpose of environmental review of the project under the State 
Environmental Policy Act (SEPA). The SEPA regulations anticipate that the District, as the public agency 
initiating the project, will act as the lead agency for purposes of SEPA. See WAC 197-11-924 and WAC 
197-11-926. Contrary to submitted comments, the City Council’s decision on the SEPA Appeal on the 
Comprehensive Plan redesignation and rezone did not require that the City be lead agency for purpose of 
project-level review. The referenced comment misconstrues a finding related to the Council’s recognition 
of the appropriateness of phased review. Notably, there is nothing in that Decision that directs or requires 
the City to be lead agency for the project-level review. The transcripts to both the SEPA appeal and the 
Council’s deliberation on the redesignation/rezone decision make clear that the Council understood that 
the District intended to act as lead agency for purposes of project-level review. See SEPA Appeal 
transcript (December 2, 2019 and December 5, 2019) (Testimony of Keith Niven at page 71-72; Council 
deliberations at p. 213, 247, and 261) and the transcript from December 16, 2019 Council deliberations on 
the redesignation and rezone. Nonetheless, as an affected agency under SEPA and the permitting 
jurisdiction, the City will have the opportunity to provide comments regarding the SEPA threshold 
determination. WAC 197-11-340(2). In addition, the District is going a step further with this project and 
seeking input from the City on the draft SEPA Checklist and supporting documents in order to inform the 
threshold determination. The District expects to issue the SEPA threshold determination in the coming 
weeks.  
 
PPUA General Response: 
First of all, the City’s Phase 1 SEPA checklist and subsequent Determination of 
Nonsignificance (DNS) leading to the rezone of the property were deeply flawed. The City 
claimed that they “did not have a plan” on which to base the checklist when they clearly 
knew exactly what ISD was planning based on meetings held as early as August, 2019 (as 
revealed during the Community Conference).  Furthermore, the “Site and Circulation 
Plan,” still shown on the City’s web site, (PRE19-00005/PRE19-00005 1R Site-and-
Circulation-Plan 2019-06-21.pdf) is dated 6/21/2019. This is clear evidence that ISD had 
completed substantial work prior to the SEPA Checklist review and that the City knew 
full-well the magnitude of the project long before completing the totally inadequate 
checklist review. 
 
Secondly, no SEPA threshold determination has been forthcoming from the District. Such 
a determination would be extremely important information which should have been 
available well prior to the November 19th deadline for public comment. ISD’s delay in 
providing it is simply more evidence of their lack of good faith and transparency which has 
been apparent since the very beginning of this entire process.  
 
Site Design  
 
ISD Statement: 
The School Site is located on 40+ acres inside the urban area. The site is not encumbered and has never 
been encumbered by any covenants or overlay criteria that would require clearing limitations or specific 
site designs. While the adjacent residential properties are densely developed with minimal buffers, the 
School Site will retain landscape perimeter buffering and provide landscaping in excess of minimum code 
requirements. Much of the proposed landscaping is shown as requiring Administrative  
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Adjustments to Standards (AAS) This buffer is intended to mitigate noise, light, and view impacts 
from the project. The District’s Landscaping plan indicates that the majority of replacement 
trees along the buffers are to be deciduous nursery stock. These will take decades to grow 
enough to provide adequate buffering, and, since most are deciduous, will provide no 
buffering at all during late fall and winter. Onsite fencing will be used to define the program areas 
and discourage use (from bon onsite and offsite) of unsupervised areas within the buffer. No security 
fencing at all around the full perimeter of the site is shown on the site plans that have been 
filed. 
ISD intends to work with the City to meet the intent of the FAR by compressing site uses to the maximum 
extent feasible. The proposed program requirements for the school, limitations on road access to the site, 
topography, parking requirements, and tree retention requirements from the City all make meeting the 
FAR requirements as currently written nearly impossible for the project without adding additional 
building area to the project and creating budget challenges. All proposed additions of classroom space 
have been included in the FAR to date. Any reduction to the number of schools or outdoor educational 
program space to the project will further reduce the project’s ability to meet the compact schools and 
FAR requirements. The proposed classroom space for this project has not been reduced in any manner 
because of the outdoor educational spaces. The building program has been designed to maximize 
efficiency of space which has resulted in square footage reductions to save cost, not reduce the program. 
It should also be noted that multiple options for structured parking have been reviewed during the design 
and the two story layout was found to best fit site topography, minimize inefficiency caused by additional 
ramping for more stories, and minimize construction costs since the requirement for structured parking 
was not in place when the project budget was set as part of the bond planning. 
The site layout utilizes access onto 228th Ave that has been located to provide intersection spacing from 
40th Ave to the north, utilize existing access road clearing and grading, and balance the connection 
elevation with access to the site. The road bend was added to provide additional length needed to traverse 
the 70-feet of topography change from the access to the high school building and meet the City’s 
requirements for vehicular and ADA access. Proposed site improvements include utilities and parking to 
accommodate future additions to avoid future construction impacts and additional cost associated with 
these improvements. The project proposes approximately 759 event parking spaces on the site by utilizing 
drop off areas and other school program spaces for special events. 
The report used real traffic counts to model the existing traffic on the site and predict the impacts the 
school traffic will have on the surrounding area. The traffic information collected showed less traffic 
during the school dismissal times than other typical peaks. This comment ignores the massive 
increases in morning peak traffic that will result from students and parents entering and 
exiting the site. The report does not rely on and there is no plan to reduce other traffic in the area.  
The site orientation places the elementary school in the back of the site for a number of reasons but 
primarily to anticipate the queuing length for the drop-off and pickup times, avoiding backups onto 228th 
Ave or inhibiting access to the high school, The District’s traffic study woefully underestimates 
the length of queuing. PPUA’s traffic consultant’s study demonstrates that traffic will back 
up onto 228th Ave SE during morning peaks, position the track and field away from neighboring 
property boundaries, and the desire to maintain separation between the elementary and high school 
programs. As required by code frontage improvements including bike paths and sidewalks will be 
constructed and connect to onsite travel paths allowing for streamlined access to both schools and the 
outdoor education program elements. The nearest existing sidewalks and public transit stops on 228th 
Ave. are approximately ¼ from the project limits.  These comments beg the question of what the 
intersection will require, including the widening of 228th Ave. SE to as many as 6 or 7 lanes 
as well as a permit from the City of Sammamish to accomplish it. 
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Building Design and Aesthetics  
 
ISD Statement: 
The design provides an average 60’ wide landscaped buffer adjacent to the Providence Point property. A 
mix of existing trees, new trees, shrubs and grading will be provided. The planned buffers are 
claimed to be 60 feet wide, on average. This claim is totally misleading since this average 
calculation includes the very wide strip of undevelopable land in a wetland.  In places 
where the site’s structures are much more exposed to neighboring residences, the buffer’s 
width is as little as 20 feet. Furthermore, the District’s Landscaping plan indicates that the 
majority of replacement trees along the buffers are to be deciduous nursery stock.  These 
will take decades to grow enough to provide adequate buffering, and, since most are 
deciduous, will provide no buffering at all during late fall and winter.  The edges of the 
elementary school site provide sloped landscaping, with a fence and a playground to the east. To the 
southwest, the existing wetlands and many trees are preserved. To the south, much of the existing access 
road is removed and replaced with site retaining walls and terraced landscaping. The proposed high 
school is three stories in height and the elementary school is a combination of two and three stories. 
Providence Point appears to have rows of three-story buildings lining 224th Lane SE and 226th Place SE 
along with one building to the north that appears to be four and, in some cases, five stories tall. Thus, the 
height of the proposed schools is similar to those of Providence Point’s adjacent facilities. The ISD 
property sits at a higher elevation than Providence Point at the locations of both the high 
school and the elementary school. Three-story buildings in those locations will tower over 
adjoining structures in Providence Point. 
The high school is meeting, and exceeding, the Washington Sustainable Schools Protocol (WSSP) 
requirements. The WSSP is the State’s adopted green building standard for school buildings. According 
to the OSPI web site, the WSSP was last updated in 2018. Substantial progress has been 
made since then in solar energy and other environmental technologies. Issaquah touts itself 
as an environmentally progressive city. It should be looking forward, not backwards, for 
the environmental technologies in its new buildings. Additionally, the project is required to 
address the City’s sustainable building goals outlined in the IMC and the 2017 Building Action Strategy. 
The design team, owner and design build contractor participated in several sustainability sessions that 
informed decisions regarding energy efficient HVAC and electrical systems, building orientation, 
building materials and storm water management. The elementary school is not eligible for state funding 
and is not required to meet WSSP, however, the same sustainable discussions informed the design of this 
school. That there are no solar panels utilized on the roofs of these buildings is ridiculous. 
One key point for sustainable design is to consider effects of heat absorption and heat island effect on the 
project. The roofing material and color would potentially have the greatest impact on these. The high 
school and elementary school will use a white, thermoplastic polyolefin (TPO) roofing material that will 
minimize the heat absorption on the roof. The exterior walls are a vented rainscreen so the material color 
does not play a significant role in thermal performance. 
The elementary school building defines just the north side of the playground. The west and south edges 
are defined by planted buffers and the track and field is over 100’ away to the east. The play areas include 
covered play structures, landscaped terraces and a play field. A positive playground experience for the 
elementary school students will be created through the playground design and amenities provided. 
The Community Conference submittal does not require in depth material boards but it does require 
exterior building elevations and an exterior material board. Both of these items were submitted. The 
design team has aimed to design a building which creates a visually interesting façade while keeping the 
building massing simple. This allows the project to afford things like landscape buffers above and beyond  
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the code minimum. The existing site is surrounded by a dense growth of trees with a clearing in the 
middle. The siting of the high school, at the south end of the clearing, does not attempt to mimic the trees 
but instead provide shelter within an urban forest. The building materials and color palette compliments 
the subdued colors and textures of the pacific northwest forests. Additional details regarding the building 
will be included in future permit submittals. 
As required by IMC, rooftop mechanical equipment will be screened with metal wall panels that surround 
and shield the vertical faces of the mechanical units. All units are on the roof. 
 
Additional PPUA General Response: 
Installing concrete noise barrier panels like the ones utilized along interstate highways 
might mitigate the noise and visual impacts of these structures. The MSP does call for 
several high walls along the boundary with Providence Point. These panels could feature 
decorative designs of our great northwestern history and could be worked on 
collaboratively with the Providence Point community.   
 
Safety and Site Access  
 
ISD Statement: 
It is the intent of the ISD to operate this school similar to other schools in the district. Onsite fencing will 
be used to define the program areas and discourage use (from both onsite and offsite) of unsupervised 
areas within the buffer. As noted above, no fencing, of adequate height to provide security, is 
shown in the District’s proposal. This omission is not acceptable to the PPUA. The existing 
chain link fence (approximately 6 feet in height) will remain around the perimeter of the school site. This 
fence belongs to the PPUA and will remain in place. However, it is not a substitute for a 
perimeter security fence on the ISD site. The internal access road is being removed and revegetated. 
The campus will be monitored by security cameras and closed following school and community use of the 
facilities. At this time vehicular access to the site will be centrally located and the existing southern road 
is intended for emergency vehicle access only and will be gated to limit entry. 
 
Additional PPUA General Response: 
Locating a high school and elementary school, in very close proximity, on the same campus 
raises numerous safety concerns, including inexperienced teen drivers sharing the same 
campus with young children. Since there is only a single entrance/exit planned for the site, 
along with one narrow “emergency only” entrance, rapid emergency response during peak 
traffic times would be very difficult and time consuming. Every moment counts when 
responding to a serious student injury, fire, natural disaster, or worse, an active shooter.  
 
Stadium and Sports Fields  
 
ISD Statement: 
The district’s voters approved a bond for a fourth comprehensive high school with similar amenities to the 
other high schools in the district. As already noted above, while the resolution 1063 that 
authorized the bond initiative may have stated “a comprehensive high school,” the wording 
on the ballot measure itself only stated building a new high school. It said nothing about 
“similar amenities to the other high schools in the district.” The track and field, with covered 
seating, complies with this direction and also meets educational program requirements and school  
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extracurricular needs. The impacts on the educational program at the new and existing schools, lack of 
availability due to scheduling, traffic impacts, and safety concerns with transporting students to use other 
facilities in the district makes it infeasible for the project not to include this component. PPUA does not 
oppose the creation of a track and field, in a smaller consolidated layout, for daily 
“educational programing” such as physical education classes and, additionally, sports team 
practices.  What PPUA does oppose is the massive accommodations required for 
interscholastic competitions. The proposed site is only 36 usable acres, which is not enough 
for a high school alone. Yet, this plan includes two schools and the massive football 
stadium, complete with 2,000-seat bleachers, an athletic plaza, concession stands, press box, 
scoreboard and PA system at considerable expense to the District’s taxpayers along with 
it’s very substantial and unmitigable impacts on neighboring residents. 
  
Sharing Skyline High School’s stadium for interscholastic competitions is the most 
responsible solution. Numerous other high schools in the region share facilities for 
competitions, including in the Northshore District where four schools share the same 
football stadium!  Skyline’s stadium was recently renovated at a cost of over $11 million 
and it sits empty during half the Friday nights of football season!  
 
Furthermore, as also noted above, the need for the elementary school is not supported by 
the District’s own enrollment projections. Deleting it, and the spectator facilities, from the 
site plan would provide much more flexibility in the site’s design and provide for fewer and 
less serious impacts on the surrounding communities.   
While the seating at the track and field will be fully utilized only a handful of days a year the facility will 
host numerous smaller sporting events throughout the year as well as be used nearly every day during the 
school year as part of the educational program. The track and field will be equipped with lights for 
evening use. The Musco lights employ an optical technology that allows for a fully shielded fixture in 
which the light source will not be seen from 150’ from the fields. For controls, these lights use a control 
and monitoring system that allows for remote scheduling so that manual switching and keys are not used. 
The owner can remotely set and change schedules anytime through their online account or by calling into 
Musco Control-Link®. 
The need for the baseball and softball fields are a part of the required educational program but will not 
include field lighting. The fields will not be combined as it reduces the ability to use them concurrently 
for boys and girls activities. The fields are stepped from west to east to reduce walls along 228th. 
Combining the outfields would eliminate the ability to step the fields. Moving the baseball fields closer to 
228th would require additional retaining walls and fill to construct. The project is trying to balance 
earthwork, ADA access requirements, and costs and moving the fields would have impacts on all three 
items. Deleting the unneeded elementary school and the spectator amenities from the plan 
would totally eliminate the issues in the above paragraph. 
As discussed during the Community Conference, the idea to flip the high school parking and track and 
field was studied extensively during the design. The requirements of the track to be flat eliminates the 
ability to adjust grades entering the site as currently designed with the parking structure and sloped 
parking. The result of the flip would be a significant increase in required retaining walls, earthwork, and 
reduction in usable space. The cost and code impacts of these items makes them infeasible. Furthermore, 
this would put the high school parking lot in front of the elementary school and eliminate the buffer 
between the elementary and high school programs. 
Following the community conference, the project team met with the project arborist to walk the site and  
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evaluate trees along the north property line. As part of this meeting it was determined that existing healthy 
trees and vegetation could be maintained in this area to create existing buffering. The plan along this 
property line has been altered to reduce grading limits near the property line, save existing trees, and 
provide additional landscape screening at the field level that was not previously shown. 
 
Traffic and Access to 228th Avenue SE  
 
ISD Statement: 
At this time the project’s Traffic Study is being revised to address initial comments from the City of 
Sammamish with an anticipated completion in the fall of 2020. As a result, all reviewed and updated 
responses to these comments are based on current conditions and not final information. At this time the 
frontage improvements to 228th are anticipated to include widening of the roadway and a traffic light. 
These improvements are intended to mitigate the traffic impacts of the project and show that a single 
access is the correct solution for the site. An emergency access along the south side of the property is 
proposed but will be gated to limit entry. Further discussion with both Sammamish and Issaquah on the 
complete mitigation will follow the review of the traffic report. The report will also include study and 
recommendations for queuing distances for turn lanes, parent drop off and pickup, bus egress, and traffic 
impacts to surrounding neighborhoods. 
The proposed driveway for the school has been located to provide separation from other intersections to 
ensure that it will not impact their function. The new light at Providence Point is anticipated to mitigate 
existing traffic concerns that currently exist. The traffic report shows that no additional mitigation to this 
intersection is needed by the school. This statement is totally misleading. Traffic at peak travel 
periods will be dramatically increased by this proposal. This increase in traffic on 228th 
Ave SE will cause through traffic to divert to neighborhood streets in order to reach one of 
only three other, already crowded, arterials exiting the south end of the Sammamish 
Plateau.    
ISD is working with Issaquah to provide a sidewalk connection to the City project at 43rd. At this time 
additional offsite sidewalks are not proposed. It should be noted that existing sidewalks along 228th Ave. 
are ¼ mile north and south of the project limits. ISD would welcome the opportunity to work with both 
Cities to obtain a safe route to school grant for additional sidewalks to the site. 
The site has been designed to meet the IMC requirements for parking and the permitting will include a 
transportation management plan be completed. In order to prioritize bus ridership, the site access has been 
designed to give buses priority leaving the site with stop signs on all other vehicle movements. These 
stop signs will simply exacerbate the peak travel time queuing of personal vehicles on the 
site ultimately resulting in backups on 228th Ave SE. This will expedite the bus times and make 
this a faster option of travel. ISD also charges for student parking which further incentivizes bus ridership.  
First of all, the District’s own transportation regulations state that no student within a 
street-mile of a school facility is eligible to ride a school bus. Secondly, no self-respecting 
high school student with access to a car will ride a school bus in lieu of driving themselves, 
regardless of any “charges for student parking.”  Besides, if ISD makes the student parking 
fee too high, the students will still drive and park off campus further impacting 
surrounding neighborhoods and streets.  
 
Tree Retention  
 
ISD Statement: 
The proposed site design intends to meet the City’s code for reduced minimum tree save by keeping  
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approximately 18-percent of the existing trees along the project boundaries and a larger swath along 
228th where the steeper slopes exist. The site layout takes advantage of flatter portions of the site, 
minimizing large retaining walls and earthwork required. Massive retaining walls along 228th Ave 
SE are shown in the submitted site plans in order to provide space for the proposed 
widening of the road to 6 or 7 lanes and for the location of the baseball field. Following 
grading of the site the disturbed areas will be revegetated with new trees and groundcover. Species of 
landscaping is being reviewed with an arborist to ensure the new plants survive and minimize required 
maintenance. These trees will meet the tree replacement requirements for the site and provide additional 
buffering for the neighboring properties. As previously noted above, the District’s Landscaping 
plan indicates that the majority of replacement trees along the buffers are to be deciduous 
nursery stock. These will take decades to grow enough to provide adequate buffering, and, 
since most are deciduous, will provide no buffering at all during late fall and winter. Tree 
retention plans, calculations, and an arborist report is being included in the Site Development Plan and 
Master Site Plan application documents. 
 
Landscaping  
 
ISD Statement: 
As required by the IMC, all disturbed portions of the site will be planted. The District’s plan does not 
meet the City’s own comprehensive plan requirements for tree replacement. The exact limits 
of work vary from the property line but retaining existing trees and vegetation where feasible is being 
done to limit impacts to neighbors and reduce construction costs. As noted above, the project team is 
working with an arborist to ensure the survivability of retained and proposed trees. There are areas where 
existing improvements and previous clearing will be removed and replanted near the property line. One 
example is the existing access road near the northwest property line will be removed. The area will be 
replanted, and a large earth berm constructed from onsite soils to screen the neighboring views of the site. 
The site plans we have seen in the application do not include a berm in this area, only a 4.5-
foot-high wall.  The site will be replanted with larger stock and fast-growing trees where possible based 
on-site constraints and ability to provide additional buffer around existing trees being maintained. 
As noted above, the project team is working with an arborist to ensure that existing trees will survive 
following construction and to meet the City’s tree save and replanting requirements onsite. No offsite 
mitigation is anticipated. 
The proposed adjustment to standards is intended to allow existing landscaping to be used to screen the 
new walls and eliminate screening at the softball field in order to will allow the project to maintain more 
existing trees along the buffer between the site and the neighbors. Not allowing this adjustment would 
require removal of existing trees to plant new screening which is not the best decision based on 
environmental and cost impacts. 
 
Grading  
 
ISD Statement: 
Site investigation of subsurface conditions and a geotechnical report have been completed for the site and 
have been submitted to the City for third party review. The site has been designed to balance earthwork to 
the fullest extent practical. Stepping the parking structure and elementary school buildings into the 
hillside to make up grade are great ideas and are being incorporated into the project to reduce onsite 
walls, increase program area, and reduce project costs. The District’s site plans show 20-foot high 
wall along the southwest section of the site adjacent to 224th Lane SE and a 12-foot high 
wall behind the elementary school adjacent to 226th Place SE, both private streets within  
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Providence Point community. 
 
Critical Areas  
 
ISD Statement: 
ISD has retained consultants to address the critical areas on the site. These studies are subject to third 
party review on behalf of the City of Issaquah as part of the permitting process. Based on the review of 
these studies produced by consultants, the only critical areas on the property are two wetlands. One of the 
wetlands is associated with a roadside ditch that is intended to be impacted and mitigated in accordance 
with IMC requirements. The other wetland and its buffer will be preserved and used for educational 
purposes. For the aquifer recharge area, a full discussion of the stormwater system is included in that 
section of the comments. In summary, storm water will be given the opportunity to infiltrate but due to 
onsite soils it is not anticipated that a large volume of runoff will infiltrate. According to the site 
plans, well over two-thirds of the site will be impervious surfaces, negating any reasonable 
amount of infiltration. There are not designated steep slope area or known endangered or threatened 
species. 
 
Additional PPUA General Response: 
A Providence Point resident, who is a retired, professional civil-geotechnical engineer, 
reviewed ISD’s geotechnical report prepared 2019. He reviewed the logs of 11 test borings 
(designated EB) drilled in the southeast part of the proposed school development. He 
reports having observed that 10 of the 11 test borings encountered soil layers that do not 
have the required strength to preclude liquefaction when saturated. This statement should 
be included in Section Liquefaction in the ISD report together with a hydrogeological 
assessment of possible saturation of deposits during construction or other natural 
phenomena, such as an earthquake and the potential impacts of these facts evaluated. 
 
Noise  
 
ISD Statement: 
ISD and the design team have been working to reduce potential noise concerns and meet the IMC noise 
requirements as part of the design. As a part of this work sound levels at properties adjacent to the schools 
were calculated using a 3-D computer model. Noise generating sources included on-site traffic, 
mechanical and electrical equipment, loading docks, the school bus lot, noise emitting from the Scene 
Shop garage door, covered seating, and the track and field. Sound levels reaching Providence Point are 
anticipated to comply with daytime and nighttime sound level limits set for in the Issaquah Municipal 
Code. Mitigation measures included in the design are: • Noise barriers around some rooftop mechanical 
units on the high school and elementary school • Orienting field seating and speakers for the track and 
field to project sound away from Providence Point and towards 228th • Site calibration of PA system for 
track and field after installation to adjust levels and speaker orientation • ISD control of field use to limit 
hours as necessary to control noise The noise study for the site will be included in the Master Site Plan 
application documents. 
 
PPUA General Response: 
Along the northwest boundary of the site, there are residences within 60-feet of the internal 
circulation road leading to the elementary school and the bus drop-off area for the high  
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school. The proposed landscaping in these areas is totally inadequate to buffer the noise 
and exhaust pollution from the on-site traffic in that location.  Additionally, there are 
residences within 120 feet of the southwest corner of the high school building.  
 
Stormwater and Drainage  
 
ISD Statement: 
The project is proposing to meet the stormwater requirements as adopted by the City of Issaquah. A 
geotechnical investigation and report were completed for the site and notes that infiltration is not 
recommended for stormwater runoff control based on the lack of a suitable infiltration receptor. However, 
as noted in the critical areas discussion above, stormwater will be given an opportunity to infiltrate into 
the ground prior to releasing from the site. The Drainage Narrative submitted with the MSP 
shows that the existing plat of land being proposed for development presently has a 73% 
Pervious Surface area. The result of adding HS #4, the HS # 4 Stadium, and ES #17 and 
parking creates a plot of land that would then have only a 21% Pervious Surface Area, 
negating any reasonable amount of infiltration.   As part of the construction the project will 
collect, detain stormwater runoff to match pre-developed rates (forested condition), and treat all 
stormwater from pollution generating surfaces prior to leaving the site. Based on the downstream critical 
areas associated with Laughing Jacobs Creek and Lake Sammamish the project has elected to provide 
enhanced treatment and phosphorus removal prior to discharge. This treatment will utilize mechanical 
treatment cartridges. Discussions with King County’s Kokanee Recovery Manager and a local Kokanee 
Work Group are being scheduled to discuss any potential negative impacts to the Kokanee and get further 
recommendations for mitigation if necessary. 
The site has been designed with several low impact development techniques being utilized. As the design 
develops further, additional low impact development technics will be evaluated/provided. A list of low 
impact development technics currently provided in the design are: • Pervious surface for track • Vegetated 
conveyance swales to provide additional treatment and mimic existing conditions • Minimize parking area 
by using compact stalls and structured parking • Minimize disturbed area by condensing site program and 
not constructing additional practice fields or other less utilized areas • Maintaining perimeter buffer areas 
around the site in existing, forested condition. 
As part of the design of the stormwater system the project will discharge a large portion of the southwest 
basin of the site out to the City stormwater system in 228th. This change in discharge location will not 
change the ultimate downstream path for stormwater but will avoid discharging additional water to the 
Providence Point Stormwater system. The project will reduce the historic flows from the existing site to 
the downstream Providence Point System. Conveyance analyses of the alternative downstream shows that 
the system is adequately sized for the additional stormwater runoff.  The Providence Point 
Community stormwater drainage and overflow ponds were developed 35 years ago. ISD 
does not include any stress testing of the existing systems and the potential damage that can 
be done not only to the existing drainage system, but also to Providence Point community 
property in the event that the 35-year-old system cannot handle the increase in stormwater 
volume that would be released. 
A preliminary stormwater report outlining the entire storm system will be included in the MSP and SDP 
submittal packages.  
 
Additional PPUA General Response: 
The District claims that stormwater runoff will be captured on-site and the flow rate of 
that water from the site will be controlled such that it will be lower than the current flow  
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rate. However, the plan fails to acknowledge the fact that, because of the substantial 
increase in impervious surface area on the site, the total flow volume will be significantly 
increased. Total flow volume, in addition to flow rate, is a significant factor in causing 
downstream impacts such as streambed erosion, a major cause of water pollution.  
 
Furthermore, the plan calls for all runoff to flow to Lake Sammamish by way of Laughing 
Jacobs Creek. There appears to be no impact analysis in the plan of the effects on either 
body of water from increased runoff volume and resulting potential pollution. Much of this 
water will be discharged onto open ground in Providence Point’s Forest Village, one of the 
villages that comprise the Providence Point community, prior to entering Laughing Jacobs 
Creek. The City should require adequate mitigation of this increase in the total amount of 
water being discharged.  
 
The District’s plan has not accounted for the impacts on the Kokanee salmon that utilize 
Laughing Jacobs Creek for spawning. 
 
Community Amenities  
 
ISD Statement: 
At this time ISD intends to operate this school similar to other schools in the district with community 
access to the playfield areas. This will allow the district to limit hours of use, track usage, and ensure that 
the site remains secure. As previously noted, no perimeter security fencing is shown in the 
submitted site plans. No additional space or budget for additional program or amenities is available. 
The school district will work with local stewardship groups to allow the salvage of native plants prior to 
construction. 
 
Other Comments and Questions  
 
ISD Statement: 
The District worked with a professional real estate broker over a period of years to identify property 
suitable for the needed schools. King County in 2012 amended the Countywide Planning Policies and 
prohibited the siting of new schools outside of the Urban Growth Boundary. This action eliminated the 
District’s ability to use an existing land banked 80- acre rural site and effectively eliminated from 
consideration for future schools roughly 70% of the District’s land area (65,000 acres total, of which 
22,000 is designated urban). The Urban Growth Area boundary may be amended to allow 
inclusion of adjacent areas, if necessary, and amendments to the boundary were actually 
proposed this year.  The District’s broker determined that, of the 22,000 acres within the Urban 
Growth Boundary, the available acreage drops to only a few hundred acres after deducting for sensitive 
areas, developed and fully utilized properties, publicly held properties (Community Facilities, Parks), and 
other development constraints (restricted utility extensions, isolated small acreage, etc.). The District’s 
broker searched extensively throughout the District’s urban area, focusing on all available developable 
land in locations near school populations and identified service area needs. He estimates reviewing close 
to 700 acres of potentially workable school sites and then, after eliminating some of those parcels based 
upon development constraints, conducted a more focused review of potentially viable school sites. The 
broker’s work considered the City’s compact schools guidelines and, given urban land constraints, 
nontraditional and smaller sites. The Project site was the only viable site within the urban area of the 
District for a high school program and, at that time, was being marketed for development at its highest  
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best use of approximately 140 single family homes. As already noted above, the bond issue 
resolution was amended (resolution 1093) to allow the purchase of the current 
administration building and to reserve the previous administration land for another 
school!  
 
At this time the need for these schools and additional capacity within the district has not changed. As 
noted above, the District’s own enrollment projections do not support the need for the 
elementary school! Following the opening of these schools updated boundaries will be drawn to define 
which neighborhoods these schools will draw from but they are intended to surround the project site and 
reduce the number of students at existing overcrowded neighboring schools. 
Additional details regarding construction practices, three-dimensional renderings, project materials will 
be included in future permit submittals. No “three-dimensional renderings” of the school 
buildings as viewed from surrounding neighborhoods were filed with the MSP. 
 
Additional PPUA General Response: 
 
By making arbitrary restrictions on what property to consider, and not working with other 
public entities, the School District has allowed themselves to select a site that is not 
adequate. Existing parks could be converted or shared. Issaquah and Sammamish both 
have an extensive park systems and land that they are holding back from use. There is also 
a large state park with soccer fields that could be converted for school use. Furthermore, as 
already noted above, the bond issue resolution was amended (resolution 1093) to allow the 
purchase of the current administration building and to reserve the previous administration 
land for another school.   
 
If the neighborhoods where the schools draw from are supposed to surround the site, then 
placing an elementary school on this property does not meet that requirement. The site is 
surrounded on three sides by senior housing and assisted living facilities and on the fourth 
side by a main arterial roadway. Siting the elementary school so far back on the property 
also means that few if any students could ever consider walking or biking there even if they 
lived in the one adjacent neighborhood. The only way an elementary school should be 
considered on this site is if it were to be the only school on that site and the remainder of 
the site developed into homes. 
 
Furthermore, most of the new population growth in Sammamish and Issaquah is occurring 
away from this site.  Why would you place an elementary school away from new residential 
growth? 
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Cristina Haworth

From: 1nfburd@gmail.com

Sent: Thursday, November 19, 2020 9:22 AM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: schools

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

I agree with all the objections that have been voiced. We do not need an arena when there is a 

brand new one up the street. Add on to those High schools and save Issaquah the noise and 

tax increase. I’m okay with a grade school and you would probably get many Volunteers from 

Providence Point. 

                                                     Nancy Burdick 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Hoyt_Jean Ellsworth <toheandme@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Thursday, November 19, 2020 11:57 AM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: ISD proposed development at Providence Point area

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

My comments are to express concerns not necessarily how ISD new high school and elementary school on Providence 

Point property effects me personally but how the whole surrounding community will be negatively impacted.  

Traffic congestion will be exponentially increased on 228 Ave which has already happened due to three housing 

developments feeding into this main north/south corridor. Due to varied attendance schedule of students from 

Kindergarten through 12th grade the traffic will be affected through out the day. The necessity of adding yet another 

traffic light will also slow normal flow.  

Such a large development will impact all levels of the environment including loss of old growth trees, disruption of usual 

water drainage and greatly decrease the general non-urban character of the community.  

For these and many reasons causing my possible need to leave the area I strongly recommend reconsideration of 

acceptance of proposal submitted by ISD.  

 

 

Jean Ellsworth 

22453 SE 38th Terrace 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

 

 

Sent from AT&T Yahoo Mail for iPhone 
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Cristina Haworth

From: brenda koch <nhtolepainter@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 19, 2020 12:18 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: objection to Issaquah School District Development Plans

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

  

  

  

To the City of Issaquah 

  

The purpose of this communication is to register my strong opposition to the Issaquah School District’s current 

plan for development of the Providence Heights property.  

  

Now more than ever, we have to thoughtfully and reasonably use our financial, environmental, community 

and educational resources. This project is not well thought out in its current form. I am disturbed by what 

appears to be a single-minded and self-serving effort to ”no matter what” ramrod this proposal through, 

regardless of the concerns expressed by many residents and in fact, local government entities. What’s being 

proposed is simply excessive, especially in today’s challenging times. This plan should be amended to 

reasonably accommodate the characteristics of the property itself, mindfully consider the safety and security 

of the school population and the well-being of the surrounding community. While this is by no means a 

complete list, some of my specific objections are outlined below.  

  

The plan itself:  

•      It simply does not make sense to locate two schools, athletic fields, and a large stadium and athletic 

complex. A more reasonable solution is to share Skyline and Issaquah High stadiums. This is not 

without precedent. 

•      There should not be two schools on this site. Remove the elementary school from the plan. The 

District projects a future decline in elementary school enrollment. 

Safety concerns: 

•      It simply makes no sense to have one combined entry and exit point to accommodate 4,100 

trips per day (as cited in District’s own traffic study). 

•      This will further exacerbate the significant congestion in this area. 

•      God forbid that there is an emergency there, how will everyone get out or emergency vehicles 

get in? 

•      There is a significant elderly population in this area. How will emergency vehicles access these 

areas? Traffic is already an issue. The added impacts could absolutely have life or death impacts. 

Environmental concerns: 

•      The plan to remove nearly all existing, mature trees is in violation of the City’s own comprehensive 

plan for replacement of trees. 

•      Retaining trees is a significant means of addressing climate change and stormwater management. 
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•      Two thirds of the site will become an impervious surface, and stormwater runoff volume will be 

substantially increased. Total flow volume in addition to flow rate, significantly impacts streambed 

erosion, a significant source of water pollution.  

•      The plan calls for all runoff to flow through Laughing Jacobs Creek to Lake Sammamish.No impact 

analysis of the runoff impacts has been done. 

•      What is the impact on the Kokanee salmon that utilize Laughing Jacobs Creek to spawn? The plan 

does not address this.  

•      What are the plans to mitigate the visual, light and vehicle exhaust impacts on surrounding 

neighborhoods? This has not been adequately addressed. 

  

Again, it makes no sense, especially in these times, to move forward with such an ill-conceived and "let them 

eat cake" plan. 

  

Brenda Koch 

22131 SE 40th Lane 

Issaquah WA 98029 

603 731 1526 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Carol  <carol@aramburu-eustis.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 19, 2020 2:51 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Cc: Clerks; Rick

Subject: Comment on ISD application (SDP/MSP20-00001+)

Attachments: 20201119 Comment on SDP20-00001+ ISD Providence Heights application.pdf; 

20201119 ATT.B  Alternate Traffic Routes Annotated Map.pdf; 20201119 ATT.A  

PRJ19-00008 & SDP20-00001 DRAFT SEPA Checklist.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Please accept for the record and for the city’s review this comment letter from Mr. Aramburu, for Providence 
Point, with two attachments.  
 
If you have difficulty opening any document or in reaching the linked sites in the letter please contact me. 
 
Carol Cohoe, Legal Assistant 
Law Offices of J. Richard Aramburu, PLLC 
Please “REPLY ALL” to ensure that Mr. Aramburu also receives your response. 
 
We are located in the Hoge Building at 
  705 Second Avenue, Suite 1300 
  Seattle, WA 98104-1797 
Telephone (206) 625-9515 
Facsimile (206) 682-1376 
This message may be protected by the attorney-client and/or work product  
privilege. If you received this message in error please notify us and  
destroy the message. Thank you. 
 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SDP/MSP/AAS CommentC29



 LAW OFFICES OF J. RICHARD ARAMBURU PLLC

705 Second Avenue, Suite 1300 www.aramburulaw.com

Seattle, WA 98104-1797 www.aramburu-eustis.com

Telephone    206.625.9515

Facsimile      206.682.1376

November 19, 2020

City of Issaquah 
Development Services Department 
P.O. Box 1307
Issaquah, WA  98027 
Delivered by email only to
Cristina Haworth, AICP, Issaquah Planning Consultant
cristinah@issaquahwa.gov

Re: Comments by Providence Point Community on Applications by Issaquah School
District for new high school, elementary school and football stadium at
Providence Heights site, File Number(s): PRJ19-00008, MSP20-00001,
SDP20-00001, AAS20-00011, AAS20-00012, and AAS20-00013

Dear City of Issaquah:

As you are is aware, this office represents the Providence Point Retirement Community. 
Providence Point was constructed in the 1980s as an over-55 master planned
community, with 1,008 privately owned condominium units and 1,400 residents with an
average age of 77.  The Providence Point campus was carefully planned to meet the
needs of elderly and retired persons.  Providence Point shares a 3,100-foot common
boundary with the Issaquah School District's (ISD or District) property and will be the
community most impacted by ISD’s proposal for a 1,800 student high school, a 750
student elementary school, football stadium and associated facilities. 

We provided numerous comments to the City on this proposal during the
comprehensive plan and rezone stage, which are incorporated herein by reference.1

In this comment letter we will address deficiencies in both the District’s application
materials and in the substantive application, as set forth below.

1 Additionally, the Notebook prepared by Providence Point for the Planning Policy Commission in October
2019, which includes expert reports from the community’s land use planner and transportation expert, is
available at https://mega.nz/#F!HWhDhYKQ!PIQSs0J_8H19y70PUWM1NA and the drone video is
available at https://mega.nz/folder/TBpwTS7C#bkyLI6fW4v5rTCxN0pTaow.
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I. DEFICIENCIES IN APPLICATION AND PROCESSING.

1.1 Access to Application Materials.

By our count, there are about seventy separate documents that constitute the ISD
application.  Many of these documents are large plans, ordinarily 3 by 4 feet in size,
with much small detail, including description and dimensions.  However, access to this
material is only by viewing documents posted on the City’s “Active Project List,”
requiring computer access.  Many elderly Providence Point residents, and other
members of the public, either do not have computers or lack the requisite computer
skills to review such documents on small computer screens, making access to the
application very difficult or impossible.  We have asked the City to provide paper copies
of these materials so that Providence Point residents can reasonably access these
materials, but the City has refused and insisted that Providence Point pay
approximately $500 for a copy of the application materials.  The City’s refusal to provide
copies of the application materials for this large and expensive project (construction
costs exceeding $120,000,000) for the public’s review is entirely unreasonable and
seemingly intended to stifle public participation in the process.2 The City should provide
copies to the community and allow additional time for comment after such documents
are provided.

1.2 SEPA Compliance.

As the City is aware, SEPA review, and the possible preparation of an environmental
impact statement, is a critical part of land use review. 

When the school property was up for rezoning, the City of Issaquah's staff prepared an
environmental checklist (August 28, 2019) essentially deferring review by saying
"specific project impacts would be evaluated with project applications." However,
Providence Point residents strongly objected because the District had a detailed site
plan, with detailed site information down to the size of buildings and number of
students, which would allow review of most important environmental elements.  

On appeal the Issaquah City Council adopted a “phased review" approach to
environmental considerations under the assertion that "the District has not yet
submitted an application nor settled on plans or scale of the future high school, so
project-level environmental review is not yet ripe.”  But the District’s assertion that they
had not settled on a plan appears to be a ruse to avoid SEPA review. The “Overall Site
and Circulation Plan” posted on the Active Projects List dated May 20, 2019 is
substantially identical to the “Site Plan” (also on the Active Project List) dated

2 We note that the District appears to be funding a staff person at the City (Ms. Haworth) to assist in
processing its own application, at an unknown, but likely substantial cost.
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September 25, 2020. In any event, there were no significant changes in the plan over
the intervening 16 months, and certainly none that would impact key environmental
issues like traffic, removal of the mature forest, or stormwater.  

The District says it will comply with SEPA on page 2 of its October 2, 2020 letter to the
City of Sammamish, saying:

Importantly, the proposal will be reviewed under the State Environmental Policy
Act with appropriate mitigation, as needed, included as a part of the project.

However, though an environmental checklist is required for a complete application, no
environmental checklist was submitted with the District's current application and none
was provided with the public notice of the District's application.  

Providence Point asked why no environmental checklist was provided on October 26;
more than a week later the City provided an unsigned, undated "draft" environmental
checklist which said it was prepared on July 31, 2020. See Attachment A. There was no
explanation why only a draft environmental checklist was available for a proposal that
has been under review by the District for more than a year. The City Attorney now
contends that the ISD is the lead agency, notwithstanding the City Council commitment
for “phased review.”  

Whether the City Attorney is correct or not, the City should take the appropriate steps,
as allowed by the SEPA rules, to take over the role of lead agency for SEPA analysis
for the ISD application. It is entirely inappropriate for an agency with a vested interest in
the outcome of environmental review to act as lead agency, particularly in making a
threshold determination as to whether an environmental impact statement should be
prepared.  The old axiom of “the fox guarding the hen house” is fully applicable here. 
The District has repeatedly stated that it intends to move as rapidly as possible to
complete its project, contending it is behind schedule.  If the ISD refuses to cede the
role of lead agency, then the City should ask the Department of Ecology to resolve the
issue as allowed by WAC 197-11-946.  Given that ISD has no environmental expertise,
and the impacts of its proposal will be felt by the residents of the City of Issaquah, the
City plainly meets the criteria of WAC 197-11-946(2) for transfer of lead agency
authority, including “(a) the magnitude of an agency’s involvement” (the City is
responsible for public notice and involvement, legal approval of the application and
issuance of permits), “(b) approval, disapproval authority over the proposal” and “(c)
expertise concerning the proposal’s impacts.”

The commitment from the District that it will provide thorough environmental review
under SEPA is disingenuous at best. The substantial project clearly calls for careful and
unbiased SEPA processing; the City should assume lead agency status.
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1.3 Evaluation of Impact by Unbiased and Qualified Professionals.

As addressed in the SEPA section of this letter, ISD has now insisted on defining and
evaluating environmental impacts of this property itself, supported by its paid
consultants, which include its design/build contractor Scandia. ISD (and its contractor)
has a vested interest in assuring a favorable outcome in both SEPA and MSP review.
Accordingly, it is inclined to adopt means and results that favor a rapid resolution of site
issues without full consideration of public, environmental or community impacts. 
Regarding SEPA, the ISD has continuously fought against the preparation of an
environmental impact statement, not only because it may identify and disclose serious
adverse impacts that may not be mitigatable, but also because of the time and expense
necessary to prepare the EIS.  We have little doubt that the District will again refuse to
prepare an environmental impact statement that is obviously necessary for a project of
this magnitude.

These circumstances require that the City take all appropriate steps to assure the
process is fair and unbiased.  The District has a cadre of engineers, planners,
contractors, architects and other consultants, paid with public funds, that easily
outweigh the resources of local residents and concerned citizens.  The City should step
in to assure fairness in this review for all members of the greater community.

1.4 Inadequate Project Materials.

Though the District has provided many documents as a part of its application, certain
critical documents and analysis are missing.

Though questions of compatibility of the project with the Providence Point community
(along a 3,100-foot project boundary) are the prime criteria during Master Site Plan
(MSP) review, there are no documents in the application that show the relationship
between Providence Point and the schools proposals.  To allow consideration of code
criteria, cross sections should be provided at key locations along the boundary as well
as simulations of how ISD proposed building and project features will appear to
Providence Point residents.
 
Various site plans show a football stadium, but there are otherwise no building plans,
elevations or other descriptions of this facility, though this feature is only about 240 feet
from the Providence Point boundary. Reviewers have no idea of the height, size or
other architectural details of the facility; it is not indicated whether there will be a press
box.3  Moreover, no lighting plans or specifications for public address systems for the
fields are provided. 

3 There is a passing reference to a scoreboard at the north end of the football stadium, but no plans are
provided. 
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The City should insist on complete plans for the stadium and associated features. 

1.5 Emergency Vehicle Access.

The applicant has prepared a "Fire and Rescue Plan," Sheet C3.0 LU of the Landscape
Plan.  An enlargement of part of the plan on the south side of the site , pointing to the
existing asphalt road says: "ÉXISTING ROAD TO BE MAINTAINED FOR EVA TO
EXISTING GATE TO PPVA."4  It also provides the existing gate is to remain, which is
on Providence Point property.  There is no indication as to how the “existing road” will
be used by the District during or after construction.  Does the District intend this road
and gate to provide emergency access to and from the school site?   Providence Point
requests a full explanation as to the intentions of the District for this road.

1.6 Cell Tower Site.

Several of the District’s drawings show a 60 x 60-foot area for a “Cell Phone Tower”
located in an area of existing vegetation on the site.  No detail is provided for this “Cell
Phone Tower” and we are aware of no application for such a facility; there is no
discussion of this use in any application materials presented.  Should the district wish to
add a cell phone tower to its plans, there should be a complete application for it,
including construction details.  Alternative locations for the cell tower should be
identified, including locations on the adjacent proposed high school.

2. COMMENTS ON APPLICATION MATERIALS. 

2.1 Site Selection.

The District makes much of its “search” for new school sites, though no actual details
are revealed. The District contends the subject property is the only site suitable for a
new school.  However, there is no evidence that a due diligence inquiry was made as a
part of site acquisition.  It was apparent back in 2016, as it is now, that the Providence
Heights site has multiple disqualifying factors as a site for an elementary school + high
school + football stadium, including: lack of a second access; topographically difficult
site constraints that require a huge amount of earth movement, requiring tall, unsightly
retaining walls surrounding the site; a site with a single access on one of the busiest
streets in the City of Sammamish; and a site surrounded by a long-established
retirement community and assisted living, memory care and skilled nursing facilities.  As
far as we know, no effort was made by the District to vet, or even consult with the City
of Sammamish on the decision to acquire the property.  Interestingly, the vote on the
2016 Bond was April 26, 2016, but the District filed a condemnation action to acquire

4 This boundary line between Providence Point and the District’s property is the center line of this road. 
We assume “EVA” means emergency vehicle access.
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the Providence Heights property on July 16, 2016, evidencing the lack of significant due
diligence.  Providence Point residents did not become aware of plans for the school on
the site until mid-2019. 

Providence Point residents, which include many retired educators, recognize the
importance of schools, but also recognize the responsibility to address serious site
limitations during the site selection and development process. Site challenges here are
not just on the periphery of the property, but on the site itself with substantial cut and fill
required, diversion of stormwater and similar substantial impacts. 

The City should require the full disclosure of the actual site selection process that the
District purports to have followed. 

2.2 Site Programming: Duplicative Competition Athletic Facilities. 

One of the long-term concerns of the Providence Point community, as well as the City
of Sammamish, was with packing a large high school, a large elementary school, and a
stadium and associated sport facilities on this limited site.  Providence Point pointed out
that two expensive football stadiums5 owned and operated by the District are just a
couple of miles from this site.  

The District  claims that voters “overwhelmingly approved and expect a comprehensive
high school with programmatic offerings and amenities consistent with the District’s
three other comprehensive high schools.”  But the 2016 Bond did not mention a football
stadium, nor indeed any sports facilities, and the term “comprehensive” simply
distinguishes STEM and International Schools from a broader-based curricula used at
Skyline, Issaquah and Liberty high schools. In any event, what the voters expected five
years ago cannot dictate certain site features, especially with significant changes in
circumstances, including the Covid-19 pandemic.

As a matter of fact, the Northshore School District, with similar demographic and rural
area constraints, has four high schools sharing a single stadium.6  With only five “home”
football games a year, games for the new ISD school could easily be accommodated at
the other three stadiums. This is fully consistent with Issaquah Ordinance 2806 that
“use of land for public schools and public facilities must be done as efficiently as
possible to ensure the public lands are used wisely.”  Spending significant public funds

5 The recent remodel of the Skyline football stadium with 2,500 seat capacity cost the taxpayers
$11,025,000 for covered grandstand and press boxes, including work on the visitors’ stands.   A similar
stadium has been recently constructed at Liberty High School, seating 2,000. Issaquah High School also
has a modern stadium.   

6 North Creek High school, the newest high school on the Eastside in the Northshore School District
(opened in 2017) plays its interscholastic football games at Pop Kenney stadium in Bothell. 
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for a football stadium to be used five days a year7 is hardly an efficient use of public
lands nor a wise use of public funds, especially in light of continuing financial pressures. 
Though Providence Point recognizes the popularity of football in the District, in fact only
about fifty students – out of more than 1,800 expected at the new high school – will
participate in the football program.

Moreover, their current plans show full-size softball and baseball fields taking up large
portions of the north part of the site.  As with the football stadium, interscholastic games
can be held at one or more of the other three ISD high schools which already have
these facilities.  

The City should require the District to prepare alternative plans that replace these fields
with consolidated and compact practice fields. 

2.3 Site Programming: Elementary School. 

Recent data from the District’s 2020 Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) indicates that the
District has capacity to meet 2034-35 FTE enrollments in its elementary schools based
on current school capacities.  Current District elementary school capacity shown on
Appendix A, even at 95% is 10,864 (Appendix A), but the 2034-35 projected enrollment
is only 10,548 (Table 1).8  This is true even though Elementary School 16 (now under
construction) with capacity of 560 students is not counted in current or future capacity.9 
This raises the question of whether the construction of the new elementary school is
warranted as a public expenditure of funds.  If the elementary school is deleted, it will
allow for more on site amenities, less traffic impacts and fewer concerns with
evacuating very young children from a site with only a single entrance, among other
beneficial elements.  

The City of Issaquah should require the applicant to prepare and distribute plans that
delete the elementary school from the plan and provide additional buffers to the
surrounding property and the interface with 228th Avenue S.E.

2.4 228th Avenue S.E. Gateway.

The City of Sammamish has stated that the section of 228th Avenue S.E. adjacent  to

7 The District’s request for “shared parking” (9/25/20) confirmed that “ the stadium will only be used 5 days
of the year . . .”  See page 4. 

8 There are already six elementary schools in Sammamish, which seems sufficient to meet enrollment
needs in that community recognizing that the Issaquah School Boundary ends at SE 8th  

9 Recently, the City of Sammamish has indicated that, because of infrastructure limitations, it will be
unable to accept addition residential growth.  
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the site is a “character defining gateway to the City.”  Specifically, the Sammamish
Council has stated that any retaining walls should be placed at least 75 feet from the
edge of the right-of-way.   The District has stated that requirements of this interface with
the City will be met and that “one effect of this large treed buffer area is that the view
from 228th Avenue S.E. toward the site will be similar to what exists today.”  However,
the recently submitted plans indicate the Districts’ claims are inaccurate.

In fact, the District plans show a 16-foot-high retaining wall at the edge of the expanded
right-of-way for 228th Avenue S.E.,10 from the site’s entrance to the south end of the
property.  Above that is another 16-foot-high retaining wall for the edge of the parking
lot.  The survival of vegetation between these high walls is conjectural at best.  See
MSP20-00001_1R_Landscape-Plan_2020-10-06 at L1.9LU.

Things are even worse to the north of the entrance.  A 17-foot retaining wall is shown
next to the right of way, then further up slope a second 10-foot retaining wall, and a
third wall, also 10 feet in height and yet a fourth wall – this one 30 feet in height –
further up slope.  This totals 67 feet of retaining walls adjacent to the street. Contrary to
District representations, “Tree Retention Plan” Sheet L0.2 shows substantially all trees
removed in this area, with replacement with nursery stock.  To the south most trees are
again removed as shown on Sheet L0.5LU.  Given the amount of site grading, cuts and
fills, and retaining wall construction, it is doubtful that even the supposed “retained
trees” will survive construction.  The City should address these issues. Likely because it
would demonstrate the disruptive nature of these walls and the loss of existing
vegetation, the District has provided no elevations, cross sections, simulations or other
drawings to show the verticality of the features or how they will actually be seen from
228th Avenue S.E.11  The City should insist on complete disclosure of the impacts of
these features. 

The whole point of this enormously expensive set of constructed walls (and removal of
mature trees) is to provide the left field for the baseball field (300 feet from home plate). 
The elimination of the baseball field, or its reconfiguration with other fields, would allow
retention of open space and rearrangement of site uses to allow space for additional
classrooms and additional site open space, not to mention the savings of millions of
taxpayer dollars.  

Given these adverse impacts, the City should require the applicant to prepare

10 The new road intersection will require some 22 feet of additional right of way on the west side of the
street, cutting into the steep hillside.

11 These very high retaining walls also eliminate overland access for emergency responders as well as
escape routes for children, parents and faculty in the event of fire, natural disaster or active shooter
scenarios. Anyone entering or trying to escape the site must will be funneled through the single access
proposed.

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SDP/MSP/AAS CommentC29



November 19, 2020
Page 9

alternative schools plans that delete these facilities and replace them with combined
athletic facilities. 

2.5 Transportation Network and Campus Access.  

The ISD proposal will create major, and largely unmitigable, impacts on the adjacent
transportation system from a project with almost 2,800 students, faculty and staff using
a single access point on 228th Avenue S.E.  The District claims these issues can be
managed for its uses, but ignores impacts to Sammamish residents and drivers on one
of the City’s busiest streets. 

To begin with, 228th Avenue S.E. is already a bottleneck for residents coming to and
from I-90, Issaquah and East Lake Sammamish Parkway.  As shown by the attached
map (Attachment B), alternate routes to 228th Avenue S.E. involve difficult and time
consuming travel for Sammamish residents; the closest arterial routes are Snake Hill
Road and Issaquah-Pine Lake Road, both putting drivers miles out of their way. 
Currently, the posted speed limit in this area is 40 mph, but the District wants to
implement a “school-zone speed limit along the 228th frontage” which means a 20 mph
limit.12  A proposed new traffic signal planned at 228th Avenue S.E. and S.E. 40th

further compounds traffic congestion. 

Part of the problem is that there is only one active entrance to the site planned,
requiring a huge approach to the intersection (some seven lanes wide), necessitating
removal of large areas of existing trees and other vegetation, with attendant impact to
the community – a community which is in Sammamish, not Issaquah.  The District
mentions an emergency access on the loop road (substandard at 20 feet wide) built 60
years ago,13 but it is on a curve which lacks safe sight distance in either direction.14 

The District’s letter claims its “detailed traffic analysis” shows management of traffic
problems for the 2,800 people on the site, but these claims are completely unrealistic. 
There is no public transit to the site that could reduce vehicle traffic.  While a sidewalk
is apparently planned, there are no dedicated bike lanes along this very busy street,
and walking or bicycling along this busy street is dangerous, and would be especially so
for elementary age children. 

Providence Point’s traffic engineer has pointed out that the space available for queuing
during elementary and high school drop off and pickup times is woefully inadequate,

12 43rd and 228th Avenue S.E. are also designated truck routes in the City of issaquah. 

13 This road is jointly owned by the District and Providence Point.  

14 Northshore’s North Creek High School, opened in 2017, has road and pedestrian accesses from two
different streets.
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creating potential congestion at the intersection and impacting Sammamish residents.15

The traffic report states preference for a two lane, northbound left turn entering the site,
which will also result in a seven-lane configuration on 228th at the access intersection,
requiring cutting into the existing hillside up to sixteen feet and impacting the
Sammamish residential community east of the new intersection.   

Again, the District was well aware of these site limitations when it acquired this property
and cannot seek special treatment under these circumstances. 

2.6 Shared Parking Request.

The District has submitted a request to allow “shared parking” (dated September 25,
2020) to allow off-site parking for stadium events. This request is unrealistic and should
be denied.

First, the request is based on stadium capacity of 2000, but no plans have been
submitted for approval for the stadium which would allow Staff to determine its
configuration. In addition, while the plans show a visitor’s seating section with additional
traffic and parking generation, no detail or seating capacity has been provided.  At other
schools, the “visitor’s section” has a seating capacity of 500, which, given the popularity
of football in the District, is likely to be full for each game.  Parking facilities for football
events must include capacity for visitors’ seating.

The District proposes “shuttle service” to other facilities to make up for the lack of on-
site parking.  However, the plan lacks detail and appears to be unworkable, lacking a
means to turn away fans.  Moreover, none of the facilities to be used as “satellite
facilities” are within walking distance, and there is no offsite parking along 228th
Avenue S.E. or other adjacent property.

No offsite parking plan is appropriate.     

2.7 Traffic Management Plan.

Access to the site is very limited due to a lack of public transportation, and the site’s
isolated location severely limits pedestrian and bicycle access. Parking on site is very
limited and no off-site parking will be available on 228th Avenue S.E. or anywhere
nearby. 

References to a “Transportation Management Plan” (TMP) are illusory.  No TMPs exist
at other ISD high schools and this discussion is only hortatory, reliant on “educating”

15 The District assumes that vehicles queuing will be much shorter than the average length of 16 feet and
assumes no distance between vehicles.  
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students and staff rather than action-forcing features.  Measures such as car-pooling,
fees for parking, and actual parking limitations (especially for students) are effective
means of reducing traffic to the site.  The City should require a traffic management plan
that incorporates the traditional techniques for limitation of trips to the site, including set
performance criteria.  

2.8 Floor Area Ratio Administrative Adjustments. 

The District requests an administrative adjustment of Floor Area Ratio (FAR) code
criteria of .75 FAR; the District requests that the FAR be reduced to .617 FAR. 

Providence Point does not object to this FAR reduction.   Requirements for open space,
tree retention and buffers to adjacent community, as established by MSP Design
Standards, are more important than meeting FAR requirements at this site.  

2.9 Stormwater Management and Facility Design.

The ISD application says it will provide enhanced treatment for stormwater.  However,
the history of devastating impacts to Kokanee spawning streams in Sammamish has
not been due to pollution, but to erosion and landslides, including those occurring at
Ebright, Zaccuse, and Lewis Creeks.  These events are often caused by concentrated
flows from land development activities. 

On page 4 of its letter, the District claims that “runoff from the site will improve from
current developed conditions.”  This is not accurate. Currently the site is heavily
forested, which results in trees taking up moisture as it falls on the site, both through
root systems and evaporation in the limbs and branches (transpiration), resulting in very
limited site runoff.  Claims that the District will improve existing conditions are not
supported by conditions in the field.  In fact,  the District proposes a huge expansion of
impervious surface, which will result in a substantial net increase in runoff, two to five
times that of the current condition as estimated by our stormwater engineer.  Indeed,
the District acknowledges that “in an overflow condition, undesired overland flow would
likely be encountered in the downstream.”  This condition is of sufficient concern that
the District proposes to reroute stormwater flow that is currently discharged into the
Providence Point collection system directly into Laughing Jacobs Creek, which would
have serious impacts on the streambed and Kokanee runs.  

The City should require the District to provide actual data of current surface runoff from
the site.  Providence Point residents and consultants have documented that surface
runoff from the site is limited to less than ten discharge locations, which allows for easy
calculation of volumes.  Providence Point will cooperate in identifying runoff sites
adjacent to the ISD property and making them available for discharge calculations. 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SDP/MSP/AAS CommentC29



November 19, 2020
Page 12

As noted, wholesale removal of trees and the creation of large impervious surfaces
further exacerbates the stormwater problem.  Nor do the plans show any Best
Management Practices (BMPS) to reduce stormwater.  As described herein, the
elimination of the elementary school, the reconfiguration of competition athletic facilities
to shared practice facilities, the sharing of facilities between schools  will reduce
stormwater runoff by eliminating some new impervious surfaces.

2.10.  Fencing.

The application materials have a “Fencing Diagram” at Sheet L1.8LU.  Other than
fencing at the sports facilities, most of the fencing shown is “safety fencing” above the
high retaining walls shown on Sheet L1.9LU.  No perimeter fencing is described or
proposed. 

The City should require perimeter fencing to be installed with anti-climb standards.  The
plans include bringing 2,800 students and faculty onto the schools site, not counting
visitors, vendors and others and will be a public site.  In addition, at several locations,
vehicle access is within 30 feet of the property line with Providence Point.  In
addressing this point, the City should keep in mind the average age of Providence Point
residents is 77, a high proportion of the residents are single women, and Providence
Point is a secure, gated community.  “Crime Prevention through Environmental Design”
requirements apply here and indicate the need for security for the Providence Point
neighborhood.  The City should insist on secure perimeter fencing for the site. 

2.11 Site Grading and  Retaining Walls.  

This proposal involves huge quantities of regrading and recontouring throughout the
site, all with the sole purpose of providing the left field for the proposed baseball field,
as discussed above.  These impacts are especially pronounced at the northwest corner
of the site adjacent to 228th Avenue S.E. 

In other parts of the site these earth movements require tall retaining walls.  Thus, on
the southwest side of the site adjacent to the proposed elementary school, there is a
20-foot high retaining wall than runs for several hundred feet; a similar wall runs along
the lower part of the northwest side of the site. These walls, and the fill behind them, in
turn significantly elevate portions of the site where buildings are proposed, exacerbating
their visual and other impacts.  No effort is made to provide landscaping or other
measures to lessen the impact of these walls, as the plans only provide for retaining
existing vegetation in this area. See Tree Retention Plan Sheet L0.3.  As this drawing
shows, substantially all of the existing mature forest in this area is eliminated and buried
by the grading. No simulations or cross sections are provided to assess whether any
remaining “existing vegetation” will provide mitigation of the impacts of these walls.
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The Intent of the Master Site Plan process is “to encourage large parcels of land to be
developed as a unit of compatible uses with accommodations made for natural site and
environmental conditions. . . .” The City should require revisions to this plan to eliminate
or substantially reduce regrading and retaining walls, both adjacent to the school(s) and
along 228th Avenue S.E.

2.12 Noise Impacts.

The applicant has produced a noise study as a part of its application.16  It focuses
principally on whether site activities will meet local noise ordinances.  

In fact, the Providence Point community is a very quiet place, as intended for a planned
residential retirement community.  The community has no substantial generators of
noise during the day or night.   Vehicle noise is minimal as traffic volumes are low (with
no through streets), there are very few commercial noise sources and few outdoor
gatherings.  Because the Providence Point residents are almost all retired, most remain
at home during the day, unlike residential communities found in other parts of
Sammamish/ Issaquah, where parents (and children) are at work or school during the
day.

The noise study fails to address the multiple noise sources at the schools location,
confining itself to mechanical and vehicle sources.  However, there are multiple other
noise sources, including bells and other public address announcements, sounds from
elementary school playgrounds, activities at the football, softball and baseball fields and
similar activities common to high schools and elementary schools.  These are nuisance
noises that impact sensitive populations and must be considered as a part of SEPA
analysis.

The City should insist upon revisions to the noise analysis that takes full account of all
noise impacts to the Providence Point Retirement Community. 

2.13 Lighting Impacts.

As described herein, the Providence Point Retirement Community, including the
residential condominiums and the three care facilities, was master planned and
developed to fulfill the intentions of the Sisters of Providence.  It was laid out and
planned for retired persons, with the express plan to provide peaceful surroundings. 
Within the plans for the community was only the sufficient street and other lighting
consistent with a residential retirement community; all electrical service is underground.

16 The noise study indicates that a “separate noise study was issued for the football stadium in October
2019.” However, we have not been able to locate such a study in the application materials. 
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Because the schools proposal will involve a large number of students, faculty and staff,
and will be a public place, substantial lighting will be installed.  However, the current
application does not appear to provide a lighting plan for the proposal.17

It appears that there would be significant lighting on the perimeter of the schools site
adjacent to Providence Point, including the parking lot, the access road to the
elementary school, the areas around the elementary school and the back of the high
school.  In addition, there will be field lights at the stadium (even if play fields are
consolidated) that will be substantial.

A complete lighting study, including a comprehensive assessment of lighting impacts at
Providence Point is necessary for complete review of the Master Site Plan compatibility
analysis. 

2.14 Tree Retention. 

As planned by the Sisters of Providence, the forty acre site acquired by ISD is thickly
wooded with a mature forest, in place for more than sixty years, all to assure privacy
and seclusion for the Providence Heights College as a part of careful site planning. 
Successive owners have maintained these trees and mature under-story vegetation. 
When the District acquired the property, it was well aware of Issaquah’s requirements
for tree preservation and retention and is not in a position to insist on special treatment,
especially as a public agency.   

The ISD application shows that the site will be stripped of vegetation, except for some
isolated patches.  See Sheet L0.0LU.  Such wholesale destruction is contrary to
Issaquah code requirements for tree retention.  

At the outset, it is likely that some of those isolated patches will not survive
construction.  These patches are part of a larger and deeper forest which protects the
individual trees from exterior forces.  In all of the isolated patches, significant earth
movement and construction, including tall retaining walls with deep foundations, will
occur immediately adjacent to these patches, impacting their continued viability.  In
addition, these isolated patches will be subject to wind-throw because of their location
on southwest facing slopes.  Accordingly it is likely that many of these trees will be lost
to these added forces.

In some places, the District proposes replacement trees.  However, the specifications
provided show small nursery stock, nowhere matching the loss of mature trees.  These
trees are not a substitute for the current conditions and they fail to provide the

17 As mentioned above, the volume of materials and poor identification hinders review by Providence Point
residents and members of the public.  No lighting plan is called out as such in the application materials.  
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stormwater, habitat and buffer function of the existing mature forest.   Moreover, such
function will not be replicated within decades and certainly not in the lifetimes of
Providence Point residents and other community members. 

The City should carefully analyze all impacts of the wholesale tree destruction proposed
here.   

2.15 Wildlife Habitat.

Over the years, Providence Point residents have had the pleasure of keeping track of
wildlife that has its home in the mature forest on the Providence Heights property.  In
addition to all variety of bird life, deer and an occasional bobcat are frequently observed
on site, many of which are welcome visitors to the Providence Point property, which,
because of low vehicle volumes, provides a sanctuary for this wildlife.

Our review of the application materials shows no analysis of wildlife on the site and no
indication of the impact the proposed construction will have on these populations.  The
City should insist on this analysis.

2.16 Site Buffering Adjacent to Providence Point. 

One of the requirements of MSP review is that: “The proposed project will be
compatible with permitted land uses in the vicinity of the project site.”  IMC
18.07.660.F.2.  The project plans show no serious attempt to achieve compatibility with
the adjacent Providence Point community or the other adjacent properties.

In assessing these impacts, the City must keep in mind that Providence Point is a low
density residential development for retired persons; its 1,400 residents have an average
age of 77 and many are single elderly women who spend much of their time in their
residences. The community has been in place for many years and the District was fully
aware of the circumstances of its prospective neighbors when the site was selected.18

As described above, the proposal includes large retaining walls along the southwestern
side of the project and portions of the northwest side.  Above these walls will be the
three story elementary school together with a large play area for these young children.
Also, the plans show that these play areas may be replaced with portable buildings,
though their size and dimensions are not provided.  However, the only buffer is existing
vegetation in the adjacent narrow 30 to 50-foot strip. See Planting Plan Sheet L2.3LU.
This area contains very few trees and no supplemental vegetation is proposed in this
location.  See Sheet L0.3LU.  It is likely that the existing vegetation to be left within a

18 As described in Section 2.1 of this letter, the District condemned the Providence Heights property within
three months of the April 2016 bond election, leaving little time for the type of due diligence befitting a
decision of this nature.  
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narrow strip, if it survives the construction of the 20 foot tall retaining wall, will be
subject to blow down.  The City should require the preparation of new plans that both
increase the vegetated buffer to a minimum of 85 feet, but also require appropriate
supplemental plantings to assure the buffer is maintained. 

On the northwest side of the project, again a 40-50 foot strip of existing vegetation is
retained below a 12 foot retaining wall, presenting the same concerns found along the
southwest side.  In this area, the roadway to the elementary school, including the long
queuing area for parents dropping off and picking up their children is located, as well as
the elementary school parking lot.  Along part of this area, nursery stock, the majority of
it being deciduous, is proposed which will not provide meaningful buffering for the
Providence Point community for decades, and even then, not during the late fall and
winter months. Again, the City should require the preparation of new plans that both
increase the vegetated buffer to a minimum of 85 feet but also include materially
enhanced plant species and sizes to provide meaningful buffering for the Providence
Point community. 

Also along the northwest side of the property, Providence Point residents will be only
240 feet or so from the grandstand for the football stadium (including a large
scoreboard), which will have significant light and noise impacts.  There is no substantial
visual or physical buffer from the stadium to the adjacent community.  Though the
construction of the stadium is not justified based on the availability of similar facilities at
other ISD schools (see above), if the stadium remains, the City should insist on plan
revisions that provide meaningful and effective buffering for Providence Point.19

Further north, as shown on the “Tree Retention Plan” Sheet L0.1LU, there is a thick
stand of undisturbed woods more than 150 feet from the Providence Point border
where many residents reside in common wall residences.  In this area, as shown on
Sheet L0.1LU, substantially all trees will be removed (only about five will remain) for the
purpose of constructing a softball field.  The location of this field is dictated by the
adjacent full size baseball field to the east.  Again, the City should require the
maintenance of buffers between this active sports area and local residences.  Further,
as indicated above, these competition fields should be removed and interscholastic
games played at one of the three other ISD facilities that have existing facilities. Plans
for consolidated practice fields for these sports should be prepared and submitted for
review.    

The City should insist on accurate representation of elements of this project, as well as
features that will meet criteria of the code for assuring compatibility with adjacent
properties, including the 

19 Previous plans have shown a substantial berm between the nearby Providence Point residences and
the stadium, but none is shown on the current plans.
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SEPA Environmental Checklist

Purpose of checklist:

Governmental agencies use this checklist to help determine whether the environmental impacts of your 
proposal are significant. This information is also helpful to determine if available avoidance, minimization 
or compensatory mitigation measures will address the probable significant impacts or if an environmental 
impact statement will be prepared to further analyze the proposal.

Instructions for applicants: 

This environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal. Please 
answer each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledge.  You may need to consult 
with an agency specialist or private consultant for some questions.  You may use “not applicable” or 
"does not apply" only when you can explain why it does not apply and not when the answer is unknown.  
You may also attach or incorporate by reference additional studies reports.  Complete and accurate 
answers to these questions often avoid delays with the SEPA process as well as later in the decision-
making process.

The checklist questions apply to all parts of your proposal, even if you plan to do them over a period of 
time or on different parcels of land.  Attach any additional information that will help describe your proposal 
or its environmental effects.  The agency to which you submit this checklist may ask you to explain your 
answers or provide additional information reasonably related to determining if there may be significant 
adverse impact.
Instructions for Lead Agencies:
Please adjust the format of this template as needed.  Additional information may be necessary to 
evaluate the existing environment, all interrelated aspects of the proposal and an analysis of adverse 
impacts.  The checklist is considered the first but not necessarily the only source of information needed to 
make an adequate threshold determination.  Once a threshold determination is made, the lead agency is 
responsible for the completeness and accuracy of the checklist and other supporting documents.

Use of checklist for nonproject proposals:  

For nonproject proposals (such as ordinances, regulations, plans and programs), complete the applicable 
parts of sections A and B plus the SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS (part D).  Please 
completely answer all questions that apply and note that the words "project," "applicant," and "property or 
site" should be read as "proposal," "proponent," and "affected geographic area," respectively. The lead 
agency may exclude (for non-projects) questions in Part B - Environmental Elements –that do not 
contribute meaningfully to the analysis of the proposal.
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A.  Background

1. Name of proposed project, if applicable: 
New Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17

2. Name of applicant: 
Issaquah School District No. 411

3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person: 
a. Owner/Applicant: Issaquah School District No. 411
b. Contact: Royce Nourigat / Tom Mullins
c. Address: 5150 220th Avenue SE

Issaquah, WA 98029
d. Phone: 425-837-7037
e. email: nourigatr@issaquah.wednet.edu

mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

f. Contact for SEPA: Wayne E. Carlson, FAICP, LEED AP
AHBL, Inc.

g. Address: 2215 North 30th Street
Suite 300
Tacoma, WA 98403

h. Phone: (253) 383-2422
i. E-mail: wecarlson@ahbl.com

4. Date checklist prepared: 
July 31, 2020

5. Agency requesting checklist: 
Issaquah School District No. 411
City of Issaquah Development Services Dept.

6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable): 
Construction is anticipated to begin winter 2020 with schools opening fall 2022.

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or connected with 
this proposal?  If yes, explain. 
Yes, future phases may include portables at both schools and classroom additions at the high school.  
All reasonably anticipated phases are evaluated within this checklist.

8. List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be prepared, directly 
related to this proposal. 

 Geotechnical report, prepared by Associated Earth Science, Inc, dated September 17, 2019
 Landslide Hazard Assessment, prepared by Associated Earth Science, Inc, dated September 24, 

2019
 Draft Transportation Technical Report, prepared by Heffron Transportation, Inc., dated July 6, 2020
 Critical Area Study and Wetland Mitigation Plan, prepared by Wetland Resources, Inc, dated July 10, 

2020
 Arborist report/ tree evaluation and retention and addendum, prepared by Zsofia Pasztor, dated 

August 2020
 Noise study, prepared by The Greenbusch Group, Inc. Dated September 2, 2020
 Preliminary Stormwater Report, prepared by AHBL, Inc, dated September 2020
 Lighting Calculation Plan, prepared by TFWB Engineers,  dated September 30, 2020 

9. Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of other proposals directly 
affecting the property covered by your proposal?  If yes, explain. 
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A future cellular phone tower may be located on the site and would be applied for separately.  No other 
applications are anticipated at this time.  

10. List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if known. 
City of Issaquah permits/ approvals:

 Site Development Permit
 Major Site Plan Review
 Design Review
 Building Permit

City of Sammamish permits/ approvals:
 Right-of-Way Permit

Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer Developer Extension Agreement
King County Health Department Permit
NPDES Construction Permit

11. Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the size of the 
project and site.  There are several questions later in this checklist that ask you to describe certain 
aspects of your proposal.  You do not need to repeat those answers on this page.  (Lead agencies may 
modify this form to include additional specific information on project description.) 
Construction of a new approximately 226,500 sf high school to serve 1,823 students in grades 
9-12 and a new approximately 71,300 sf elementary school serving 744 students in grades K-5.  
A staff of approximately 225 would serve the schools. The high school includes general use 
classrooms, library, commons, food services, performing arts center, gymnasium with auxiliary 
gyms, locker rooms with fitness and activity rooms, career technical education rooms, and 
supporting administrative spaces. The elementary school includes general use classrooms, 
commons, gymnasium, library, music and supporting administrative spaces. In subsequent 
phases of work portables are anticipated to be added to both schools.

The 40.79-acre site will also include surface and structured parking areas, multipurpose turf 
playfield/ track/covered grandstands, softball and baseball fields, tennis courts, and a covered 
play building. Proposed site work includes a new entry access road off 228th Avenue SE, which 
will branch into two separate access roads, one leading to each school. A separate bus drop-off 
to the south at the elementary school and at the high school, a fire lane at the perimeter and 
site retaining walls.

12. Location of the proposal.  Give sufficient information for a person to understand the precise location of 
your proposed project, including a street address, if any, and section, township, and range, if known.  If 
a proposal would occur over a range of area, provide the range or boundaries of the site(s).  Provide a 
legal description, site plan, vicinity map, and topographic map, if reasonably available.  While you 
should submit any plans required by the agency, you are not required to duplicate maps or detailed 
plans submitted with any permit applications related to this checklist. 
4221 228th Avenue SE, Issaquah WA. Approximately 40.79 acres northeast of Lake Sammamish 
Parcel # 1624069001, # 1624069029, and # 1624069031. It is anticipated a separate address will 
be issued for each school.

POR NE ¼ BEG NE COR SD SUBD TH S ALG E LN 534.69 FT TH N 88-16-03 W 30 FT TO WLY 
MGN CO RD & TPOB TH CONT N 88-16-03 W 32 FT TO POC TH WLY ALG CRV RGT RAD 328 
FT ARC DIST 171.74 FT TH N 58-16-03 W 543.65 FT TH WLY ALG CRV LFT RAD 62 FT ARC 
DIST OF 75.21 FT TH S 52-13-57 W 714.30 FT TH S 37-46-03 E 1412.55 FT TH ELY ALG CRV 
LFT RAD 160 FT ARC DIST 217.04 FT TH N 64-30-40 E 90.86 FT TH ALG CRV RGT RAD 190.25 
FT ARC DIST OF 87.34 FT TO WLY MGN CO RD TH NLY ALG SD MGN 537.18 FT TH S 88-16-
03 E 12 FT TO W LN OF E 30 FT SD SUBD TH N ALG SD W LN 676.23 FT TO TPOB TGW THAT 
POR OF NE ¼ 16-24-06 DAF – COMM AT NE COR OF SD SEC 16 TH N 88-28-02 W 542.49 FT 
ALG THE NORTH LN THOF TH S46-34-56 W 270.08 FT TO TPOB TH FR SD TPOB S 71-15-00 W 
38.60 FT TH S 52-13-57 W 547.75 FT TH S 36-30-00 W 55.32 FT TH N 52-13-57 E 591.05 FT TO 
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BEG OF A CRV CONCAVE TO SE HAVING A RAD OF 62.00 FT TH NELY 11.43 FT ALG SD CRV 
THRU A C/A OF 10-33-42 TO A RADIAL LN OF SD CRV WCH BRS N 37-46-04 W TH ALG A 
NON-TANG LN N 46-34-56E 35.25 FT TO THE TPOB
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B.  Environmental Elements

1.  Earth

a.    General description of the site: 
Slopes vary across the site.

(circle one):  Flat, rolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous, other _____________ 

b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)? 
Portions of the site have isolated slopes of approximately 50% along 228th Avenue SE.

c. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat, muck)?  If you 
know the classification of agricultural soils, specify them and note any agricultural land of long-term 
commercial significance and whether the proposal results in removing any of these soils. 
According to the USDA’s National Resource Conservation Service mapping service a majority 
of site is Urban land (Ur), minority of site is Alderwood gravelly sandy loam 8 to 15 percent 
slopes and 15 to 30 percent slopes (AgC and AgD). A small portion of land is identified as 
Beausite gravelly sandy loam 15 to 30 percent slopes (BeD).  Soils investigation by AESI 
confirmed this soils information.

d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity?  If so, describe. 
There are no indications or listing of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity. Most adjacent 
areas have been developed.

e. Describe the purpose, type, total area, and approximate quantities and total affected area of any filling, 
excavation, and grading proposed. Indicate source of fill. 
Proposed grading to utilize on-site soils, base rock and structural fill to the maximum extent 
practical to balance the site and reduce construction costs.  The project proposes to move 
approximately 250,000 cubic yards of soil onsite with a net export of approximately 30,000 
cubic yards.  The materials for construction will be sourced from nearby gravel pits and export 
will return to these locations or neighboring projects needing soil as part of their construction.

f. Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use?  If so, generally describe. 
Yes, erosion could occur because of clearing and/or construction.  However, the 
implementation of a temporary sediment and erosion control plan using Best Management 
Practices will be implemented to mitigate impacts.  

g. About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project construction (for 
example, asphalt or buildings)? 
Roughly 67% of site will be covered with impervious area. This includes building area, drives, 
sidewalks, paved plazas, athletic turf and track.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any: 
A TESC plan will be submitted to the City as part of permit review exhibiting BMP erosion 
control methods.

2.  Air

a.   What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal during construction, operation, and   
maintenance when the project is completed? If any, generally describe and give approximate quantities 
if known. 
Construction would result in a temporary increase in air pollution, including emissions from 
equipment and dust from construction activities. Most diesel equipment uses low sulfur fuel. 
Contractors will be encouraged to use low sulfur diesel fuel. Post-construction emissions 
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would include emissions from vehicle trips associated with the use of the schools and 
maintenance equipment used for the grounds and field.

b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal?  If so, generally 
describe. 
There are no known off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect the proposal.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any: 
Construction dust to be controlled during dry seasons with a water truck. After construction 
no idling will be allowed in the queue for student pick-up and drop-off. Bus and vehicular 
emissions are regulated by two agencies: the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and 
the Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology). 

3.  Water

a. Surface Water:

1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site (including year-round and 
seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)?  If yes, describe type and provide names.  If 
appropriate, state what stream or river it flows into. 
The site is 2,000 feet from Laughing Jacobs Lake, a small body of water northeast of the site. 
The nearest stream is 800 ft southeast from the parcel. There are two small Category IV 
wetlands (wetland B and Wetland C) present on the subject site. Wetland B is a closed 
depression 280 square feet in size and is located the southwest corner of the site. Wetland C 
is 1,806 square feet in size and is located in the southern portion of the site adjacent to an 
existing access road. At the downslope end of Wetland C water enters a culvert and flows to 
the south into existing stormwater management infrastructure. Please refer to the Critical 
Area Study and Wetland Mitigation Plan, dated July 10, 2020 and prepared by Wetland 
Resources, Inc for additional information about the on-site wetlands.

2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the described waters?  If 
yes, please describe and attach available plans. 
Wetland C will be filled as part of the proposed development plan. Work will be done within 
200 feet of Wetland B.  Construction measures to ensure this area remains undisturbed will 
be provided during construction.  These measures include surveying to clearly define limits, 
site fencing, silt fence, and seeding to stabilize exposed earth outside Wetland B to ensure 
sediment laden runoff does not enter the wetland.  

3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or removed from surface 
water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be affected. Indicate the source of fill 
material.
80 CY cut and 30 CY fill for a net 50 CY cut from Wetland C. Any dirt placed in the wetland 
will come from onsite sources.

4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions?  Give general description, 
purpose, and approximate quantities if known. 
No.

5) Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain?  If so, note location on the site plan. 
According to FEMA flood map 53033C0685F, the proposed project is not within a 100-year 
floodplain.

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters?  If so, describe the 
type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge. 
No.
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b. Ground Water:

1) Will groundwater be withdrawn from a well for drinking water or other purposes? If so, give a 
general description of the well, proposed uses and approximate quantities withdrawn from the well. 
Will water be discharged to groundwater? Give general description, purpose, and approximate 
quantities if known. 
No water will be withdrawn from the ground.

2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks or other sources, 
if any (for example:  Domestic sewage; industrial, containing the following chemicals. . . ; 
agricultural; etc.).  Describe the general size of the system, the number of such systems, the 
number of houses to be served (if applicable), or the number of animals or humans the system(s) 
are expected to serve. 
No waste material will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks or other sources.

c. Water runoff (including stormwater):

1) Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection and disposal, if any 
(include quantities, if known).  Where will this water flow?  Will this water flow into other waters?  If 
so, describe. 
Runoff generated from site surfaces will be collected by catch basins and conveyed to 
several detention systems located throughout the site.  The detention systems will then 
discharge to a treatment system before outfalling at the existing outfall locations onsite.

2) Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters?  If so, generally describe. 
The storm system will be equipped with appropriate presettling and spill control devices to 
keep waste materials from entering ground or surface waters.

3) Does the proposal alter or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the site? If so, 
describe. 
The existing drainage outfall locations will be maintained up to the design stormwater event.  
In extreme events an alternate overflow path for the western basin is proposed and 
described in section d below.  This overflow path does not change the basin for stormwater 
since the downstreams converge prior to their ultimate discharge to Lake Sammamish.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water, and drainage pattern 
impacts, if any: 
Stormwater quantity and quality control devices for the site will be provided in accordance with 
the Department of Ecology Stormwater Management Manual for Western Washington as 
adopted by the City of Issaquah.  As required by this manual, the project intends to match 
predeveloped runoff to basins from the site.  As part of construction, the project will provide 
flow control systems to detain runoff and release it at a rate to match flow patterns from the site 
to the pre-developed (forested) conditions.  Note that the onsite soils are not suitable for 
infiltration, although this option was explored extensively as a cost saving idea.  The project will 
also provide treatment of stormwater from pollution generating surfaces prior to discharge.  Due 
to the desire of the school district and City to maximize the usable areas of the site, all 
stormwater detention and treatment will be provided below ground in vaults, tanks, and other 
proprietary systems.

The overflow system for the site has been designed in accordance with the stormwater manual 
with some additional improvements to the western basin that currently drains to the adjacent  
Providence Point Community property (“Providence Point”) and stormwater system.  For storm 
events larger than the 100-year event a separate overflow to the City of Issaquah system in 
228th is proposed.  This overflow will allow the project to reduce overflow rates to the 
Providence Point stormwater system.  The overflow system is designed to reduce the overflow 
runoff rates and volumes leaving the Issaquah School District property to the Providence Point 
system.   This reduction is compared to the historic rates from the Church Site when Providence 
Point’s stormwater systems were constructed.  The overflow from the eastern basin will go to 
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existing ditches along 228th and continue north into the City of Sammamish stormwater 
systems.

The frontage improvements to 228th are located within the City of Sammamish and will meet the 
requirements of the 2016 King County Surface Water Design Manual as adopted by 
Sammamish.  This system is also anticipated to utilize below ground detention and treatment 
systems due to existing site constraints.

4.  Plants

a. Check the types of vegetation found on the site:
X   deciduous tree:  alder, maple, aspen, other
X   evergreen tree:  fir, cedar, pine, other
X  shrubs
X   grass

     pasture
     crop or grain
     Orchards, vineyards or other permanent crops.
 X    wet soil plants:  cattail, buttercup, 8ffuses, skunk cabbage, other
     water plants:  water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other
     other types of vegetation

Vegetation on the site includes: big leaf maple (Acer macrophyllum), western red cedar 
(Thuja plicata), Douglas fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii), alder (Alnus rubra), black 
cottonwood (Populus balsamifera), cascara (Frangula purshiana), salmonberry (Rubus 
spectabilis), Himalayan blackberry (Rubus armeniacus), bracken fern (Pteridium 
aquilinum), sword fern (Polystichum munitum), reed canarygrass, (Phalaris arundinacea) 
and soft rush (Juncus 8ffuses), and trailing blackberry (Rubus ursinus).

b. What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered? 
Many existing trees and ornamental plants will be removed to make room for proposed 
improvements. The project has been designed to retain a large number of mature trees along 
228th to provide a buffer from the road as well as continue to stabilize the existing slope in this 
area.  Approximately 18-percent of the existing trees onsite will be maintained.  New 
landscaping onsite will include buffer plantings and trees to meet the City of Issaquah 
requirements for replacement trees.

c. List threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site. 
To our knowledge, there are no threatened or endangered plant species on or near the 
proposal’s development footprint.

d. Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance vegetation on 
the site, if any: 
New landscape plants in accordance with Issaquah Municipal Code will be provided in 
addition to existing trees and vegetation.

e. List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on or near the site. 
Himalayan blackberry and reed canarygrass are present on the site. 

5.  Animals

a. List any birds and other animals which have been observed on or near the site or are known to be on 
or near the site.

Examples include:  
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birds:  hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other:      
mammals:  deer, bear, elk, beaver, other:     
fish:  bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other ________

Black tailed deer (Odocoileus hemionus columbianus) are regularly observed on the site.  Other 
mammalian species expected to occur on the subject site include gray squirrels (Sciurus spp.), 
Douglas squirrels (Tamiasciurus douglasii), eastern cottontail rabbits (Sylvilagus floridanus), 
moles (Scapanus spp.) and raccoons (Procyon lotor).  Given the avian activity observed on the 
site and the habitat available nearby, it is expected that the following avian species use the area: 
American Crow (Corvus brachyrhynchos), American Robin (Turdus migratorius), Steller’s Jay 
(Cyanocitta stelleri), Black-capped Chickadee (Poecile atricapilla), Dark-eyed Junco (Junco 
hyemalis), Song Sparrow (Melospiza melodia), Pacific Wren (Troglodytes pacificus), and Spotted 
Towhee (Pipilo maculatus).

These lists are not meant to be all-inclusive and may omit species that currently utilize or could 
utilize the site.

b. List any threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site. 
According to the Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) mapping 
services, there are no threatened or endangered animal species on or near the project site.

c. Is the site part of a migration route?  If so, explain. 
The Puget Sound region is part of the Pacific Flyway for migratory birds.

d. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any: 
As part of the proposed development plan, 51,000 square feet of forested area will be 
preserved adjacent to Wetland B in the southwest area of the site.  The total tree save area on 
the site is 188,000 square feet.

e. List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site. 
No invasive animal species are known to be on the site. 

6.  Energy and Natural Resources

a. What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet the completed 
project’s energy needs?  Describe whether it will be used for heating, manufacturing, etc. 
Electricity and natural gas will be extended to the new buildings to be used for heating, 
lighting and general electrical needs.

b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties? If so, generally 
describe.  
No, the proposal is not anticipated to affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent 
properties

c. What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal?  List other 
proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any: 
LED Lighting to be installed, daylighting and energy conservation outlets and controls, 
reduced air infiltration. The project will comply with the current energy code, and the 
Washington Sustainable School Protocol.

7.  Environmental Health
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a. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk
of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could occur as a result of this proposal? 
If so, describe.
Environmental health hazards that are likely to be present during construction would include 
gasoline and diesel fuels, hydraulic fluids, oils, lubricants, and other chemical products 
associated with construction equipment. A spill of one of these chemicals could potentially 
occur during construction as a result of either equipment failure or worker error. 

1) Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from present or past uses. 
Washington Department of Ecology “What’s in My Neighborhood” database shows no 
known contamination on or within 0.5 miles of the project site.

2) Describe existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that might affect project development and 
design. This includes underground hazardous liquid and gas transmission pipelines located within 
the project area and in the vicinity. 
The National Pipeline Public Mapping System does not identify any pipelines within the 
project area or in the vicinity.

3) Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used, or produced during the 
project’s development or construction, or at any time during the operating life of the project. 
There will be a diesel generator at the high school with a 755-gallon diesel tank.

4) Describe special emergency services that might be required. 
No special emergency services will be required other than those normally provided such 
as police and fire protection. Fire access is provided around the high school and 
elementary school as shown on the site plan.

5) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any: 
A fuel tank for the generator will be provided onsite.  This tank is equipped with spill 
control devices and will be placed on a concrete pad to ensure that no discharge of fuel to 
the ground is allowed.  The tank will be filled by a fuel truck and will utilize best 
management practices for fueling when filling the tank.

Garbage storage will be covered with roofs and a drain connected to the sanitary sewer 
system will be provided in case of spill.

No other storage of materials creating health hazards are anticipated at this time.  Any other 
material storage onsite would utilize best management practices to ensure no health 
hazards are presented.

b. Noise

1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example: traffic, equipment, 
operation, other)? 
Per the Noise Study prepared by the Greenbusch Group, Inc. there are no off-site sources of 
noise that will impact this proposal. The primary source of noise in the area is generated 
from vehicular traffic adjacent to the property.  Ambient noise measurements show that 
measured sound levels at the site are below WAC thresholds for noise impacts at the site.

2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project on a short-term 
or a long-term basis (for example:  traffic, construction, operation, other)? Indicate what hours noise 
would come from the site.
Temporary, short-term noise impacts typical of construction projects will occur with 
operation of equipment during construction.  This includes generator testing for regular 
maintenance.  Noise levels will not exceed the levels allowed per IMC Chapter 18.07.136. 

Long-term noise will be typical of that associated with a high school and elementary school, 
including vehicular and school bus noise, which is most prevalent at school start and stop 
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times.  Truck deliveries will be minimal.  The noise of students playing sports in the outdoor 
areas will occur during various times throughout the school day and during scheduled 
practices times.  There will also be typical high school sporting events at the stadium and 
ballfields, which will include noise from spectators and announcers.

3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any: 
Construction noise only to occur during approved City ordinance hours and will be limited 
to the construction phase of the project. Long-term school noise to generally occur within 
school operating hours.  If needed rooftop noise barriers may be installed around 
mechanical units to reduce sound levels at nearby properties. Additional barriers will be 
constructed in areas where vehicular traffic passes near adjacent properties and near bus 
parking areas. The District requirements for student drop-off and pick-up include no idling 
allowed. Parking is proposed to be located centrally, away from site boundaries. Stadium 
stands face away from nearby properties which may reduce crowd noise at nearby 
residences and the public address system will be adjusted to comply with code limits at 
nearby property lines. The public address system will not be used during nighttime hours.

8.  Land and Shoreline Use

a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Will the proposal affect current land uses on 
nearby or adjacent properties? If so, describe. 
Current use of the site: Largely vacant. with a water tower on site.
Current uses of adjacent properties: Low density residential

b. Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest lands? If so, describe. How much 
agricultural or forest land of long-term commercial significance will be converted to other uses as a 
result of the proposal, if any? If resource lands have not been designated, how many acres in farmland 
or forest land tax status will be converted to nonfarm or non-forest use? 
No, the project site has not been used as working forest or farmland.  No resource lands are 
proposed.

1) Will the proposal affect or be affected by surrounding working farm or forest land normal business 
operations, such as oversize equipment access, the application of pesticides, tilling, and 
harvesting? If so, how: 
No.

c. Describe any structures on the site. 
A water tower is present on site. There are no other structures on site.

d. Will any structures be demolished?  If so, what? 
Prior to the District’s acquisition of the property, the former property owner demolished the 
previously existing structures located on the site. The water tower will be removed as part of 
this proposal. 

e. What is the current zoning classification of the site? 
Community Facilities – Facilities (CF-F) according to the City of Issaquah Zoning Map dated 
02/04/2020.

f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site? 
Community Facilities according to the City of Issaquah Land Use Designations map dated 
02/05/2020.

g. If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site? 
Not applicable, the proposal development footprint is not within the shoreline jurisdiction.

h. Has any part of the site been classified as a critical area by the city or county?  If so, specify. 
A sliver of the property along the southwest parcel boundary is designated by King County as 
an erosion hazard. The Critical Area Study and Wetland Mitigation Plan indicates a Category III 
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wetland in the southwest corner of the property and a Category IV wetland in the southern 
portion of the site adjacent to an existing access road. 

Except as otherwise noted above, no critical areas are shown on critical areas maps by the 
City of Issaquah or other environmental studies completed as part of this project.

i.     Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project? 
The high school is designed for 1,823 students with approximately 150 faculty and staff. The 
elementary school is designed for 744 students with approximately 75 faculty and staff. Future 
portables and a building addition to the High School are included in these enrolment numbers.

j.     Approximately how many people would the completed project displace? 
No people will be displaced by the proposal.  The site has been vacant for several years 
following the demolition of the Church and associated buildings that previously occupied the 
site.

k.    Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any: 
No specific measures proposed, as the proposal would not result in the displacement of any 
individuals.

l. Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected land 
uses and plans, if any:
The proposed project will comply with local and state codes and guidelines. Submittals to 
be reviewed by the City of Issaquah (for land use and building permits) and Sammamish (for 
frontage improvements).

m. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts to agricultural and forest lands of long-term 
commercial significance, if any:
Not applicable.

9.  Housing

a. Approximately how many units would be provided, if any?  Indicate whether high, middle, or low-income 
housing. 
The proposal does not include housing.

b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether high, middle, or low-
income housing.
The proposal does not include eliminating housing units.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any: 
Not applicable.

10.  Aesthetics

a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is the principal   
exterior building material(s) proposed? 
The tallest part of project will be the high school at 54’-6” at the theater fly loft.  Exterior building 
materials include brick veneer, painted metal panel system, glass curtain wall, and composite 
panels.

b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed? 
Residents in adjacent homes in Providence Pointe will be able to see the school structures but 
the buildings will not affect or obstruct other views.
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c. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any:
Buildings have been sited to minimize impacts to neighboring buildings by constructing the 
high school near 228th Avenue SE and away from most of the neighboring residences.  
Moreover, the elementary school will be stepped into the hill to reduce the perceived size of the 
building from the neighboring properties.  The project uses materials that are durable to 
minimize maintenance and be aesthetically pleasing. The terraced grading will be landscaped to 
create a welcoming pedestrian scale.  Additional buffering along the north and west property 
boundaries is being provided to further reduce any perceived aesthetic impacts of the site.  This 
buffering will employ new and existing trees and vegetation as part of the landscaping of this 
area.  This additional buffering is not required under Issaquah’s Land Use Code (Title 18).

11.  Light and Glare

a.     What type of light or glare will the proposal produce?  What time of day would it mainly occur? 
Glare may result from window surfaces.  Interior lighting from the buildings may be noticeable.  
Exterior building lighting will be used for safety and security purposes.  Lighting will also be 
used along sidewalks, in the parking areas and in some of the landscaped areas.  Athletic field 
lighting will be turned on during field use and no earlier than 6:00 AM or later than 10:00 PM 
seven days a week.  The athletic field and parking lot lighting will be directed away from the 
neighboring properties and equipped with cut off shields to limit light spill past property lines as 
required by the City of Issaquah Municipal Code.

b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with views?
No off-site sources of light or glare affect this proposal.  The lights for the athletic field will be 
visible from neighboring properties but no light spill is anticipated.  This will not interfere with 
existing views due to the lights being turned on during low light and dark times.  No safety 
hazards are anticipated by the proposed lighting.

c. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal?
No off-site sources of light or glare are expected to impact the proposal. The lights for the 
athletic field will be visible from neighboring properties but no light spill or is anticipated.  This 
will not interfere with existing views due to the lights being turned on during low light and dark 
times.  No safety hazards are anticipated by the proposed lighting.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any: 
Building lighting will be controlled by timers to turn off after custodial work is completed each 
evening. External site lighting will use sharp cut-off LED lighting with shields as necessary to 
curtain spillage. Football/ soccer/ lacrosse and track lighting will be turned off at 10pm. 

Parking area lighting will reduce to 50% levels when areas are unused. Motion sensors will 
return lights to 100% levels when motion is detected.

12.  Recreation

a.    What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate vicinity? 
There is one small lake approximately 2,000 ft away from the site and two more lakes with 
shoreline parks approximately 1.5 miles away from the site. There is a middle school 1 mile 
away that includes softball/ baseball fields and a football field with a track.

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses?  If so, describe. 
No recreational opportunities would be displaced.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation opportunities to be 
provided by the project or applicant, if any: 
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The site would increase recreational opportunities with the additions of a football/ soccer/ 
lacrosse field, a track, softball field, baseball field, tennis courts, and a covered play building at 
the elementary school.

13.  Historic and Cultural Preservation

a.    Are there any buildings, structures, or sites, located on or near the site that are over 45 years old listed  
in or eligible for listing in national, state, or local preservation registers? If so, specifically describe. 
The only structure on site is a water tower, with an effective built year of 1975. There is one 
single family dwelling approximately 0.5 miles north of the development site according to the 
DAHP WISSARD that was recorded in 2011 with no determination currently.

b.  Are there any landmarks, features, or other evidence of Indian or historic use or occupation? This may 
include human burials or old cemeteries. Are there any material evidence, artifacts, or areas of cultural 
importance on or near the site? Please list any professional studies conducted at the site to identify 
such resources. 
The DAHP WISAARD did not identify evidence of Indian or historic landmarks, features, or 
occupation on or within the vicinity of project site.

c. Describe the methods used to assess the potential impacts to cultural and historic resources on or near 
the project site. Examples include consultation with tribes and the department of archeology and historic 
preservation, archaeological surveys, historic maps, GIS data, etc. 
The proposal utilized the Washington Information System for Architectural and Archaeological 
Records Data (WISAARD) online database to assess potential impacts to cultural and historic 
resources on and near the proposal.

d. Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or compensate for loss, changes to, and disturbance to 
resources. Please include plans for the above and any permits that may be required. 
No disturbance to cultural or historical resources is expected. The Washington State 
Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation will be notified if any cultural or 
archeological objects are found during the site development work. All site work will stop until 
Washington State Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation provides guidance.

14.  Transportation

a. Identify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area and describe proposed 
access to the existing street system.  Show on site plans, if any. 
The school site is bounded by 228th Avenue SE on its east side. Development to the north, 
south, and west consists primarily of the Providence Point senior residential community; there 
would be no direct roadway connections between the project site and the surrounding 
residential development.  

228th Avenue SE is a north-south Principal Arterial. Between Issaquah-Pine Lake Road and 
Providence Point Drive SE (where it has become SE 43rd Way), 228th Avenue SE has one travel 
lane in each direction with left-turn lanes at some intersections including the segment adjacent 
to the project site. 228th Avenue has a posted speed limit of 40 mph adjacent to the project site. 
The segment of 228th Avenue SE adjacent to the project site has one travel lane with shoulder in 
each direction.

b. Is the site or affected geographic area currently served by public transit?  If so, generally describe.  If 
not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit stop? 
The site is not directly served by public transit. The nearest bus stop is located on Issaquah-
Pine Lake Road SE at 228th Avenue SE, which is approximately ¾-mile to the north. The stops 
are served by King County Metro Routes 216, 219, and 269, which serve destinations between 
Sammamish, Issaquah, Bellevue, and downtown Seattle.
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c. How many additional parking spaces would the completed project or non-project proposal have?  How 
many would the project or proposal eliminate? 
The high school will provide 149 student non-structured parking spaces, 359 structured student 
parking spaces, 14 drop-off/pick-up spots (including ADA), 30 bus drop-off and parking lot car 
spaces for a total of 552 parking spaces. The elementary school will provide 46 staff/ visitor 
spaces, and 59 spaces along the tennis court for a total of 659 car parking spaces. An additional 
91 parking spaces could be provided in family vehicle and bus loading areas during off-peak 
periods

There will be 30 bus parking spaces, seven at the elementary school and 23 at the high school.

d. Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets, pedestrian, bicycle or 
state transportation facilities, not including driveways? If so, generally describe (indicate whether public 
or private). 
228th Avenue SE currently has no pedestrian or bicycle facilities in the vicinity of the site. The 
project would provide substantial improvements that would enhance the pedestrian 
environment along the site frontage, which would be about 1,700 feet in length. Improvements 
would include construction of a new 6-foot wide sidewalk and landscaping, and provision of 
signalized pedestrian crosswalks in the north-south and east-west directions at the site access 
driveway intersection. The project would also provide bike racks to accommodate 60 bicycles 
on the site.

e. Will the project or proposal use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air transportation?  If 
so, generally describe. 
The project will not use water, rail, or air transportation.

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project or proposal? If known, 
indicate when peak volumes would occur and what percentage of the volume would be trucks (such as 
commercial and non-passenger vehicles). What data or transportation models were used to make these 
estimates? 
The project is estimated to generate the following peak hour trips for both schools:

 1,303 AM peak hour trips (7:15 to 8:15 am), 900 inbound/ 403 outbound
 862 afternoon peak hour trips (3:00 to 4:00 pm) 258 inbound/ 604 outbound
 476 commuter PM peak hour trips (4:45 to 5:45) 215 inbound/ 261 outbound

Local trip generation data were obtained for four local schools in the Issaquah School District, 
which were compared to the ITE trip generation rates. The highest observed rates were then 
applied to reflect a conservative, worst-case condition. Since the two schools sharing the site 
would have different bell schedules, the local data were also used to assess how the trips would 
overlap during the course of the day and to select the cumulative peak hour conditions used for 
the analysis.

g. Will the proposal interfere with, affect or be affected by the movement of agricultural and forest products 
on roads or streets in the area? If so, generally describe. 
No.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any: 
The project will pay transportation impact fees to the City of Issaquah in accordance with IMC 
3.71.
In addition, the Traffic Technical Report prepared by Heffron, recommended the following 
mitigation:

 Construct improvements on 228th Avenue SE along the site frontage, with a length of 
approximately 1,700 feet. Improvements would include widening the current two-lane 
section (one travel lane in each direction) to a five-lane section (two travel lanes in 
each direction plus a center left-turn lane), consistent with the City of Sammamish’s 
ultimate plans for the street. Additional turn lanes would be constructed at the site 
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driveway intersection as needed to ensure that it would meet the City’s traffic 
operational standards during all times of day.

 Construct a 6-foot sidewalk and landscaping along site frontage
 Signalize site driveway intersection at 228th Avenue SE. This includes in the 

southbound direction, two through lanes, and a right-turn lane into the school site. 
Northbound, 228th Avenue SE would have two through lanes, and exclusive left-turn 
lane, a center lane with changeable signal configuration that allows shared through-
left movements during the morning peak hour and through-only movements during 
other times of day, and an exclusive thru-lane and crosswalks with pedestrian signals.

 Capacity Improvement at SE 40th Street / 228th Avenue SE in conjunction with the site 
access driveway signal.

 Establish a school-zone speed limit on 228th Avenue SE in the vicinity of the project 
site.

 Develop a construction management transportation plan that addresses traffic and 
pedestrian control during school construction.

 Develop a transportation management plan to educate families about transportation 
options as well as the access and load/ unload procedures for the site layout.

 Develop a school-event management plan for evening events with more than 1,000 
expected attendees to mitigate parking impacts and ensure coordination between the 
schools.

15.  Public Services

a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire protection, police 
protection, public transit, health care, schools, other)?  If so, generally describe. 
Public services typically associated with public schools we be needed onsite.

b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any. 
The project will supplement public services by providing an educational facility for the residents 
within the Issaquah School District.  The proposed development will incorporate design 
concepts to reduce impacts to public services such as a standby emergency generator, access 
control and intrusion detection system, and CCTV Camera Surveillance System.  Lighting 
systems, site fencing, parking lot layout, and landscaping are designed to be sensitive to 
providing on site visibility for safety.  The project will be equipped with a monitored fire alarm 
system.

16.  Utilities

a.   Circle utilities currently available at the site: 
electricity, natural gas, water, refuse service, telephone, sanitary sewer, septic system, 
other: _internet__________

b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the service, and the general 
construction activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity which might be needed. 
Consistent with the City’s Street Standards (Issaquah, 2010), electricity and lighting fixtures 
would be constructed, operated and maintained by Puget Sound Energy. Aside from 
stormwater management discussed in Section B.c.1, no other major changes to area utilities 
are proposed as part of the project.

Sammamish Plateau Water and Sewer District provides water utility and sewer service areas 
to the site. Sewer, water and storm water transmission lines are located within the rights-of-
way of 228th Avenue SE. Stormwater is discussed in section B.c.1 above. Existing utilities will 
be extended to the new buildings and an additional water main loop will be constructed on site 
to serve additional fire hydrants.
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C.  Signature

The above answers are true and complete to the best of my knowledge.  I understand that the 
lead agency is relying on them to make its decision.

Signature:  

Name of Signee: Wayne E. Carlson, FAICP

Position and Agency/Organization:  Principal Planner at AHBL, Inc.

Date Submitted:  XXX, 2020
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Cristina Haworth

From: Daniel Sreebny <dsreebny@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 19, 2020 3:18 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Cc: Daniel Sreebny

Subject: Comment on proposed high school & elementary school project on 228th Ave SE

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

I am pleased to submit my comment on this proposed project, as a resident of Issaquah.  I appreciate the opportunity to 

share my views, and ask that they be fully considered as part of any actions on this proposal. 

 

I first wish to emphasize that I have always supported efforts to strengthen public education in the communities where I 

have lived, including consistent support for all school levies.  However, after careful review, I strongly believe that the 

project as currently outlined is severely flawed in ways that could harm students and residents, while wasting taxpayer 

money.  My concerns include the following: 

• Traffic Concerns:  The proposal will result in severe congestion of traffic on this main artery, including during the 

already crowded morning rush-hour times.  The requirement for student transportation to make turns in both 

directions to get to/from the school(s) will create potential traffic hazards for traffic up and down the hill, while 

the lack of a second road providing access to/exit from the school(s) is irresponsible given potential natural and 

human threats to the students and faculty. 

• Student Concerns:  The proposed elementary school will not be in a residential neighborhood or within safe 

walking distance for students of that age -- it thus would fail to provide the community setting that all parents 

desire for their elementary school children.  In fact, those youth would also be put at risk by their location next 

to the high school, which would result in new and inexperienced drivers navigating among and around the 

younger children. 

• Environmental Concerns:  The project as proposed would result in severe water run-off issues which have not 

been properly addressed.  It would cause excessive noise for nearby residents in Providence Point -- particularly 

with the proposed new stadium, which would be a complete waste of money, given the multiple existing 

stadiums located close by.  The proposed project would also destroy existing trees and other plantings that are 

needed to provide even a minimally acceptable sound and visual barrier for Providence Point residents living 

nearby.  And there is no security fence around the school project, to ensure a clear barrier between students 

and nearby residents. 

Given these concerns (and others that have been identified), the proposed project must not be permitted to move to 

implementation without major modifications.  I recommend that a high school be built, but without the elementary 

school (which current population forecasts indicate is not needed) and without the stadium.  In addition, the Issaquah 

School District must be required to satisfy the environmental and traffic concerns before any further actions are taken. 

 

I appreciate consideration of the points I have made in this message.  Please let me know if you would desire any further 

information or representation from me. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Dan Sreebny 

22618 SE 44th Place 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Nancy Schuldt <180mochamom@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 19, 2020 4:34 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Registering strenuous objection to ISD development plans for Providence Heights 

property

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Christina, 

 

My husband and I are condominium owners in Providence Point. We are emailing to to convey our strenuous objection 

to the current development plans by ISD for the Providence Heights property. We are not anti-school. We have 

grandchildren ranging from preschool through high school and much appreciate the need for well planned and carefully 

thought out school facilities. Our objection is based on the following: 

Traffic: This neighborhood was never designed for the volume of traffic that will be generated under the current plan. A 

minimum six lane street on 228th is absurd beyond definition. It will destroy not only the Providence 

Point/Bellewood/Marianwood side of the street, but the residential community directly across street from the 

Providence Heights entrance. 

Safety: The aforementioned six lane street will be extremely dangerous for drivers, pedestrians and cyclists. A school 

campus for highschoolers and elementary age students is spectacularly unsafe because the age range is too broad. 

Young drivers and little people do not mix. A less recognized safety issue is potential sexual misconduct and predation by 

students, staff, faculty, and family members who would have every right to be on the campus. Safety in our 

neighborhood is also of grave concern. Teen and adult drivers will most certainly try to race through our community in 

search of a short cut. On game nights and event nights the public will seek out any inch of parking they can find. That is 

not acceptable for Bellewood, Marianwood or Providence Point. With limited entrance and exit, safety service vehicles 

cannot have the access they would need for any sort of emergency. 

Site Design:  The acreage in Providence Heights is far too small to accommodate two campuses plus pay fields and all 

the facilities required for both. The site design also accommodates only one ingress and one egress point. That is totally 

inadequate for faculty, staff, student, bus or emergency service traffic. 

Tree retention:  In this time of extreme climate stress it is unthinkable that a project would be undertaken that removes 

mature trees. Those trees are an essential part of the ecology for this area, not to mention the trees that would have to 

be removed for a six lane road. Even if a few new trees were planted, they would not grow quickly enough to mitigate 

the loss of the mature canopy and undergrowth. Trees and undergrowth are essential for drainage as well. The retention 

measures currently under construction on 43rd are not adequate to address runoff from the impervious surfaces that 

are planned if schools are constructed on this property. Runoff must not compromise Laughing Jacobs Creek or Lake 

Sammamish. We need to protect these waterways and fish habitats rather than deliberately compromise them. 

Environmental Impact Study: It is essential that ISD comply with the laws requiring complete environmental studies. 

This would include not only the water issues, but also the noise pollution from school activities and pollution from added 

traffic. Skipping this critical piece of work is categorically unethical and illegal. 

Unnecessary duplication of facility:  With another highschool and full athletic facilities just a few blocks up the street 

there is no defensible reason to construct another one on the Providence Heights property.  There is also no defensible 

reason to construct an elementary school when ISD has already projected dramatic reduction in need for elementary 

seats in the next few years. 

Schools are forever changed: Due to dramatic changes to education brought on by the Covid-19 pandemic it is highly 

doubtful that school enrollment will ever be the same as it was just a year ago. A great deal of learning will continue to 

be virtual and the need for campuses like the one being planned will prove to be a complete waste of District resources. 
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Budget constraints: Again, thanks to the current pandemic, the city and school district budgets are severely impacted. 

With so much demand on the public purse for support to areas that are critical to human and economic survival, this is a 

project that should be halted before any additional funds are wasted. 

 

Thank you for including our comments in upcoming discussion and consideration. 

 

Yours most sincerely, 

Ted and Nancy Schuldt 
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To: Issaquah Development Commission 
 
Thank you for taking my comments regarding the Issaquah School District (ISD) proposal to 
build a high school and elementary school at Providence Heights. 
 
POOR LOCATION 
As I understand ISD has serious overcrowding in high schools( not in elementary) in the District. 
Large parcels are hard to find and the availability of a forty acre location must to have seemed 
to be a godsend. Initially it would seem to be a no brainer for the District acquire and build on 
this site. Once one looks more closely the attraction of the property for a school is much less. 
The first major difficulty is the nature of the neighborhood. The location is surrounded on three 
sides by Providence Point (PP), a retirement community whose average age is 77. Sharing one 
side with PP, and adjoining the proposed site, are a nursing home and two assisted living 
facilities. Thus, the proposed school would be placed in a neighborhood long serving the aged 
and infirm. To add to the problem, ISD has used an all-in approach putting not just a high 
school, but an elementary school and a sports complex including a 2,000 seat stadium on the 
site. Forty acres is actually small for a high school. It is only possible because the City of 
Issaquah with ISD developed a new ”Compact School” code permitting condensed school 
properties. However, the consequence is that means school buildings, internal roadways, and 
sport fields are pushed near the property line with PP and where people live. 
The next difficulty is the physical characteristics of the property itself. It is nearly at the top of a 
very steep hill and abutting 228th a major street at the entrance to the City of Sammamish. The 
location is only a few hundred yards from and above a salmon bearing stream into which the 
surface water runoff from location would flow. The plan calls for only one entry point off 228th  
which would be used by 4,100 vehicles each school day. If you will the Providence Height 
property is a land use island cut of from all access but for one street entrance. This requires ISD 
to build a network of streets on the property. The steep hills forces large hillside terraces to be 
excavated to place school building, parking lots and spots fields. As a consequence, 67% of the 
site will be covered with impervious surfaces. 
 
ISD BAD FAITH 
By their own admission, ISD has been anticipating acquiring the Providence Point Heights 
property since 2016 and has been making maps and plans since 2018. In the fall of 2019 the 
City of Issaquah released, not ISD, the first map of the proposed school before the first public 
meeting. Up to that time ISD had not met with the Providence Point Home Owners Association 
(PPHOA) or any of the neighbors of the site. The PPHOA’s Governmental Affairs Committee had 
heard through others that the District was trying to acquire the property and repeatedly ask for 
a meeting to no avail. PPHOA first had an opportunity see and discuss the planning for the 
property at the City of Issaquah’s Planning Policy Commission on September 26,2019. ISD called 
the map a draft although they said it was the 50th version. They did not agree to meet with 
PPHOA until they were asked by the Planning Policy Commission.  The ISD has been repeatedly 
asked by the PPC and the Issaquah City Council to meet in good faith with PPHOA to come up 
with a compromise. A plan most recently proposed by ISD is the same in all major aspects as 
the draft of a year ago.  They have stonewalled and refused to make any meaningful changes. 
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Their attitude is that we need all the major aspects, so take it or leave it.  That is the reason why 
PPHOA has, and will, take all legal actions possible unless there is some real compromise. 
(Please note that this is my understanding and I am not speaking for PPHOA.) 
 
There are many serious concerns such as traffic, However, I will limit my comments to the 
following three: 
 
NOISE AND LIGHTS  
 
The Compact School concept places buildings, interior streets, and playfields within a few feet 
of the homes of PP residents. This is not viable for the health and well-being of the old and 
infirm persons living nearby. There need to be meaningful buffers with mature trees and 
sufficient physical separation between school buildings, streets, and sports fields, from where 
seniors live. Serious consideration should be made for not building an elementary building on 
site in order to improve the size of buffers. 
 
The single biggest noise and light source is the proposed 2,000 seat stadium.  The current plans 
show it to be within 50 yards of the three-story PP residences.  There is no noise or light 
protection to the northern end of the stadium. How can this be approved? As this has been 
pointed out repeatedly, there is a stadium at Skyline High School.  Other school districts share 
stadiums, and so should ISD. A football practice field that could also serve for track events 
would seem to be a possible compromise. This would also mean that 667 fewer parking spaces 
would be needed.  
 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 
 
It is shocking to me that no full Environmental Impact Statement has ever been developed. The 
potential environmental risks are obvious.  The water that will run off from the parcel will be far 
greater than what it is currently, because the close to two-thirds of the surface will be 
impermeable. The water will contain pollutants left on the streets left on the streets by school 
busses, vendor trucks, and the many automobiles, as well as residues from chemical sprays and 
fertilizers. The Kokanee salmon are native the Laughing Jacobs Creek, and south end of Lake 
Sammamish.  What will be the impact on them? I live down from the school site, perhaps a 
hundred yards from the creek.  What will be the impact on me, and on many others who live by 
me? There should be no approval of this project until a full Environmental Impact Study has 
been completed. 
 
FLOOR AREA RATIO 
 
It is ironic that ISD is using the Land Use Code for Compact Schools to justify placing so much on 
the property site and at the same time, asking to reduce the floor area ration (FAR) in the Code 
by 25%.  I assume the purpose of the FAR is to ensure is that 75% of the funds actually spent on 
schools are actually dedicated to school building space. The failure of the proposed plan is that 
too much is being jammed on the site, and as a consequence, the funds are spent on items like 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SDP/MSP/AAS CommentC32



streets, hillside terraces, and other non-academic things.  I think the FAR is actually a good 
measurement that, in a concise way, reveals that the plan as it is now drawn up, is inadequate 
and out of compliance with code.  Rather than change the code, ISD should be asked to redo 
their plans until they can pass the standard.  What is the good of a code if the first time it is 
used, it is altered and diluted?  
 
Thank you again for providing me this opportunity to express my concerns. 
 
Timothy R. Brown 
22719 SE 43rd Ct. 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SDP/MSP/AAS CommentC32



1

Cristina Haworth

From: Roberta Brown <brownrs@plu.edu>

Sent: Thursday, November 19, 2020 5:36 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Public Comments for ISD proposal

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Cristina, 

 

Here it is again, copied and pasted below. For some reason, as it turns out, I cannot affix an attachment to your email. I 

have never had this happen in the twenty years I've been sending attached emails.  Thanks for accepting within  today's 

5:00PM due time.  All the best, Roberta 

 

 

Cristina Haworth, Planning Consultant 

Community Planning and Development Department 

P.O. Box 1307, Issaquah, WA 98027 

To: Issaquah Development Commission              

            Teachers, parents, residents, and city officials -- many of us are spending hours reading 

through the documents recently posted by the ISD to begin the permit process for building at 

Providence Heights. And now with the documents before us, we are facing the reality that the 

dream of squeezing three high-occupancy buildings onto the 36 acres is not feasible. The ever-more 

obvious, formidable number of glaring reasons for this infeasibility -- as well as the numerous 

contradictions and errors in the documents themselves -- are coming to our attention. At the same 

time, and in a related vein, we are absorbing the grim reality that within the space of one year, our 

comfortable world has been turned on its head. 

            SARS CoV-like diseases transmitted between animals and humans are actively increasing 

in frequency and prevalence. A vaccine may help alleviate our current crisis, but will not stop this 

unrolling reality, one which scientists tell us could reoccur as frequently as every five to ten years. 

As a result, we are confronted with a scenario entirely foreign to our assumptions and ways of 

thinking, yet one that is reshaping our future. It would be more comfortable to turn our backs, 

dismiss these worries as the alarmist thoughts of a few kooks. But unfortunately this new reality is 

the prognosis of our most knowledgeable and respected experts worldwide.   

            Taking note of this dramatic shift, venerable educational and architectural organizations 

have  made an about-face, including the American Institute of Architects, the National Council for 

School Facilities, and World Architects.com. Articles posted by these and other professional groups 

articulate the bottom line for any school construction: the replacement of rigid classroom units by 
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modular spaces allowing for shifting class/small group sizes;  balconies and centralized courtyards 

allowing for cross ventilation in all spaces;  elimination of centralized air circulation. These designs 

all emphasize a closer integration of natural outdoor settings and lighting with indoor spaces, and 

call for additional outdoor or partially sheltered instructional settings -- these even in the most 

northern climates.  Interestingly, these architectural shifts are also inexpensive compared to the 

school architecture of only a few years ago (and that is presently being proposed). They also adhere 

to sounder pedagogy, reflecting long-recognized awareness of the interactive ways in which 

students most successfully learn.    

            Difficult as this is to face, the ISD's proposal for High School #4 and Elementary School # 

17 is now defunct. These two schools could not be of a worse design for our present age. This, 

through absolutely no one's fault. To move forward, my sense is that the School District and the 

Cities of Issaquah and Sammamish, have no choice but to work together to redesign the best post-

Covid use of Providence Heights, for our children and the communities at large.  This needs to be 

done quickly. We have no time for politics or quibbling or stonewalling.  For starters, it is obvious 

that our desperately needed high school could fit, if with some difficulties, onto the site. However, 

District population projections do not call for the proposed grade school. And while playfields 

make sense,  the idea of a super-spreader stadium belongs to a foregone age. In short, a focus on 

use of the site for a magnificent post-Covid high school, to include the preservation of as much 

natural, outdoor educational space as possible, will bring accolades to the two cities and the School 

District. Ultimately, considerable bond funds will also be spared for other more pressing needs.   

            Once it is understood that the purpose of this shift is Covid-induced, to help prevent a 

repetition of the present school closure crisis, the inevitable backlash will subside.  As it is, 

virtually every parent or student, who during past hearings, has publicly voiced support for the 

proposed plan, has visualized a setting comparable to other District schools where there is two to 

three times the space, and ample vehicular accessibility.  Complaints that may stem from a brief 

hold and shift in architectural plan, will be nothing compared to what will occur should the City of 

Issaquah approve the present proposal, and building proceed. Given our present, new reality, 

approval would be an abuse of public funds and of our children. And, to bring in another concern 

we all share,  it will sanction the contamination of Lake Sammamish, with growing algae, unsafe 

swimming, and dead zones, no matter how many water retention vaults are buried along 43rd Way, 

or other gestures made to prevent the inevitable.    

Thank you for your fine work and engagement in this ongoing project. 

Roberta S. Brown 

22719 SE 43rd Ct. 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Cristina Haworth

From: linda <lclc2u@aol.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 19, 2020 5:48 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Issaquah proposed High School #17

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Re: Issaquah School District proposal for building High School #4 and Elementary School #17 

 

If you move forward with this project it will be devastating to everyone living at Providence Point. The school’s impact 

on the quality of life is enormous. In addition, there are two more senior living residents located out the back gate of 

Providence Point; which boarders the 37-Acres on the north-side. These are both assisted living facilities and one 

rehabilitation and transition care facility.  

 

Simply put, this is out of balance with over-all community planning. It’s such a bad fit —-why would you do this? 

 

The big reason for the peace and tranquility enjoyed at Providence Point and the 

immediate area is the beautiful forest and wildlife. We need to preserve our trees 

— these are old trees and we need all of them and the city should want all of them 

preserved and protected.  
 

Do you know what living into your 70’s, 80’s and 90’s is like??  We have Veterans that live here, they fought for you! And 

you want to hijack their lifestyle by adding disruption, traffic, construction— non-stop noise and school events?? Just 

traffic alone will be non-stop traffic issues —- 228TH is a constant stream of traffic already. It’s only lighter now due to 

Covid19.  

 

I am asking you to STOP and rethink your vision of what the future of education should look like. You need a “campus” 

—- You need to rethink your vision of property needs. I personally think this is the time to rethink education—and not 

just kick the can down the road. The City of Issaquah should be investing in their High Schools and Elementary Schools 

and end Junior High school. Obviously, that won’t happen overnight— but, it is a beginning.  

 

**Please do not move forward on this project. Thank you for your consideration.  
 

Sincerely, 

 

Linda Conners  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Sent from AOL Mobile Mail 
Get the new AOL app: mail.mobile.aol.com 
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Sierra Carson

From: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com>

Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2021 3:10 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: ISD MDNS

Cristina: 

I have a question concerning the text of the latest MDNS issued by ISD, one paragraph which reads as follows: 

The Responsible Official for the Issaquah School District, acting as lead agency for the proposal, has  

determined that the proposal does not have a probable significant adverse impact on the environment. An 

environmental impact statement (EIS) is not required under RCW 43.21C.030(2)(c). This determination was made based 

on a review of the environmental checklist (SEPA Checklist) and other information on file with  the District and City of 

Issaquah; Issaquah School District Policy 6890, which provides the basis for the exercise of substantive authority under 

the Washington State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) pursuant to RCW 43.21C; and an assumption of compliance of the 

proposal with State law and City of Issaquah (as the permitting jurisdiction) ordinances related to general environmental 

protection. The responsible official finds this information reasonably sufficient to evaluate the environmental impacts of 

this proposal.    

The underlined material seems to indicate that the City of Issaquah has made an “assumption of compliance” with 

Issaquah “ordinances related to general environmental projection.”  Is this accurate?  If so, please provide any 

documentation of this “assumption of compliance”  and which ordinances are assumed to be complied with.  

On separate subject, a new drawing entitled ‘Proposed Onsite Impervious Coverage, Issaquah HS and Elementary School 

21” which is undated, but appears to have been received by the City on July 21, 2021.  This document has several 

“honeycomb” features, four in the buffer along the southwest side of the site, one off center field of baseball field in the 

northeast corner or the project and two along 228th/43rd.   There is no legend on the drawing that show what the 

honeycomb features are.  Can you tell us how the City is using these features in its continuing review of the District’s 

plans? 

Thank you for your assistance. 

Rick 

Rick Aramburu 

Law Offices of J. Richard Aramburu 

705 2nd Ave #1300 

Seattle, Washington 98104 

This email may be protected by the Attorney-Client Privilege; if received in error, please discard and notify this office. 

Thank you.  
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Sierra Carson

From: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 29, 2021 1:45 PM

To: Lucy Sloman

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: RE: Development Commission Hearing on Providence Heights Schools

The full text of our email. 

From: Rick Aramburu  

Sent: Sunday, August 29, 2021 12:13 PM 

To: Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov>; Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: RE: Development Commission Hearing on Providence Heights Schools 

Lucy: 

Thank you for your quick response. 

Your response #1 says that there is no requirement that Issaquah “does not require construction permits be submitted 

before a land use permit can be considered.”  You go on to say that “Issaquah has sufficient information on the 

improvement to make a recommendation on Master Site Plan and associated land use permits.”  Respectfully, we think 

the determinations in #1 are in error and no further review should proceed until action is taken on the right of way 

permits in Sammamish.  This is based on the following. 

First, the District has delayed, for no rational reason, the submission of applications for road work in Sammamish for 

more than a year and, at this writing, still does has not made an application . 

Second, everyone knows that the road work on 228th is necessary for the schools project;  it is the only access for the 

schools to the public street system. Sammamish’s comment indicates they have requested, without success, that the 

District submit its application for more than a year.   

Third, Washington law makes it very clear that a single project cannot be “piecemealed” for purposes of review.  See 

Merkel v Port of Brownsville, 8 Wn App 844 [Wash Ct App 1973] .  In Merkel, a marina project was proposed that 

included an upland parking lot and moorage facilities.  The Port began work on the upland parking lot before filed for 

permits for the moorage had been issued. The Court indicated this procedure was improper piecemealing  

The question, therefore, is whether the port may take a  single project and divide it into segments for 

purposes of SEPA and SMA approval. The frustrating effect of such piecemeal administrative approvals 

upon the vitality of these acts compels us to answer in the negative. A brief look at the record lends 

credence to the soundness of this decision. 

The court also pointed out that: “The coercive effect the construction of one segment would have upon the other is 

obvious. ” Merkel v Port of Brownsville, 8 Wn App 844, 851 [Wash Ct App 1973].  Indeed, in the present 

case,  Sammamish has already commented on the potential coercive effect at page 4 of its comment letter: 
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The City remains concerned that ISD will submit application for Right-of-Way permit at a late point in 

the broader permit process not allowing adequate time for City permit review thereby pressuring the 

City to complete review in a short timeframe and limiting the City’s ability to complete comprehensive  

review of the application under the premise that the City is holding up the project. 

   
Keep in mind that the right of way permit will consider numerous issues; as Sammamish says: 

 

This Right-of-Way permit will incorporate traffic control, stormwater  

management, frontage improvements, pedestrian improvements, traffic signalization, traffic management 

measures, and any necessary right of way dedications. To date the City has not received application for Right-of-

Way permit.   

                 

In addition to the foregoing concerns, Sammamish has indicated in its comment letter (page 4) that there may be 

additional SEPA issues when (if?) the District files the right of way application: 

 

Further, the City is concerned that formal review of ISD Right-of-Way permit application could result in need for 

additional SEPA conditions if additional issues are identified once the City finally has opportunity to complete 

formal proper permit review. This could result either in the need for issuance of a revised SEPA Threshold 

Determination (or addendum) or this may result in an appeal challenge on the adequacy of SEPA analysis and 

appropriateness of the current ISD issued SEPA MDNS if a revised Threshold Determination is not issued to 

incorporate possible concerns raised by City Right-of-Way permit review. 

 

Piecemeal review also impacts public participation in the review process means confusion and delay for agencies and 

interested parties in public hearings before the Development Commission and City Council, and for their decision-

makers themselves.   The City should reject the District’s efforts to turn the review process for its proposal into a game 

of regulatory cat and mouse.  

 

No further review of the schools portion of the single project should proceed until there is an review of right of way and 

other permit by Sammamish.   

 

Fourth, the Growth Management Act, RCW 36.70A.070(6) requires the Issaquah Comprehensive Plan to have certain 

mandatory subelements, including 

 

(v) Intergovernmental coordination efforts, including an assessment of the impacts of the transportation 

plan and land use assumptions on the transportation systems of adjacent jurisdictions; 

(vi) Demand-management strategies 

 

Indeed, the adopted City of Issaquah includes this precise language in its current Transportation Element at page 

4.  However, except for a passing reference to trails, there are no goals or polices related to “intergovernmental 

coordination efforts” with Sammamish nor any “demand management strategies.”  As such, the proposal is not 

consistent with the Issaquah comprehensive plan as required by IMC 18.07.660.F.1.  

 

Fifth, we appreciate that the District will likely object to our request on the grounds that these procedures will delay 

permit review; indeed Sammamish is already anticipating District objections that adherence to long established 

rules, ordinances and laws are “holding up its project.”  In fact, it was the District that refused to file (and still 

does)  for the right of way permit for a year.  But the  rule in Eastlake Com. Coun. v Roanoke Assoc, 82 Wn 2d 

475, 484-85 [Wash 1973], another land use case,  certainly applies here:  

We cannot find that a litigant has any right to be a beneficiary of unlawful administrative conduct where the 

public's interest will suffer, by the mere assertion that extensive financial investment is in the balance. 

Defendant started the project with full awareness that there were multiple, serious legal obstacles and cannot 
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now claim relief simply because money was expended in the face of an awareness it might not have a legal 

right to proceed. 

In sum, no hearings should be held before the Development Commission or City Council until all elements of it unitary 

project can be reviewed, including the (necessary) right of way permit to Sammamish.   

It is not clear if Issaquah staff or the Development Commission will make decisions on the conduct of hearings.  If it is the 

later, please forward our comments to them for review and advise us when decisions will be made.    

Thank you for your attention to these concerns.   

Rick  

 

 

Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2021 8:03 PM 

To: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com> 

Cc: Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov>; Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: RE: Development Commission Hearing on Providence Heights Schools 

 

Mr. Aramburu 
We have reviewed your detailed suggestions.  Our responses: 

1. Lack of Application for Right of Way improvements: 
The right of way improvements are within the City of Sammamish and the City of Issaquah does not 
require construction permits to be submitted before a land use permit can be considered.  At this time, 
the City of Issaquah has sufficient information on the improvements to review and make a 
recommendation on the Master Site Plan and associated land use permits. 

2. Hearing Date: 
The City will make a final determination regarding a hearing date once ISD issues the SEPA 
Determination. 

3. Timing of Staff Report and Packet:   
Though this is not required, the City hopes to issue the staff report and packet more than the required 5 
days in advance of the public hearing. 

4. Number of public hearing sessions: 
It will be up to the Development Commission to determine if they extend the public hearing to additional 
evenings.  There are likely available Development Commission meeting dates in October for instance. 

5. Administrative Adjustment of Standards (AASs): 
Director Dhaliwal’s letter was recently sent to you.  As the City has determined that the AASs can and 
should be reviewed at a higher level, both the decision and any appeal would follow the Master Site 
Plan’s requirements. 

6. Critical area review at outfall at Forest Village: 
We have received your comments and are reviewing them with staff. 

Regards 
Lucy 
 
Lucy Sloman AICP  Planning Manager & Designated Official for the Urban Villages 
Community Planning & Development Department (formerly DSD) 

Direct 425|837-3433 · Front Desk 425|837-3100 · 425|837-3470 REPORT SPILLS 

 
Issaquah, WA - Official Website 

 

From: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com>  

Sent: Thursday, August 26, 2021 11:21 AM 
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To: Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov>; Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: RE: Development Commission Hearing on Providence Heights Schools 

 

Lucy: 
 
Thank you for your email.  We have some comments and questions about upcoming review procedures by City 
staff and the Development Commission (DC). 
 
1.  LACK OF APPLICATION FOR RIGHT-OF-WAY IMPROVEMENTS. As you know, this schools proposal 
must have access from 228th Ave. S.E. to the site. As 228th Ave. S.E. is under the jurisdiction of the City of 
Sammamish, a right of way permit for the necessary intersection improvements is required.  However, at page 
4 of its SEPA comments, Sammamish points out that it ”has not received application for right-of-way 
permit.”  Page 4.  In fact, Sammamish has been requesting ISD submit this application since it wrote a 
comment letter to the District one year ago (September 4, 2020) when it said: 
 

The City of Sammamish is responsible for reviewing and permitting all required frontage improvements along 
228"' Ave SE. The applicant will be required to apply for a Right of Way Permit with the City of Sammamish. The 
review of the permit will ensure the design conforms to the City of Sammamish standards for access, roadway, 
traffic, and storm drainage design pursuant to the adopted City of Sammamish code for all portions of the project 
within the Sammamish City limits and Rights of Way. The City strongly encourages early submittal of Right of 
Way permit application in the permitting process to  

            ensure adequate time for City review and if needed, design correction. 
 
The District continues to ignore the City’s request.  

            As the Sammamish MDNS comment states, if such an application is filed, there may be the need for additional 

SEPA conditions if the project is approved.  Issaquah cannot proceed with hearings on this project until the necessary 

applications have been filed and it is determined that the project can be approved and whether additional conditions, 

including SEPA mitigating conditions, are necessary. Any delay attendant to this review is plainly on ISD, who has 

delayed a full year and more to provide the information; indeed Sammamish still does not have it. 

            Furthermore, traffic impacts are already part of the criteria for approval of public schools include the following:  

12.    Parking/Traffic: Provision for adequate on-site parking, with impacts of the proposed facility upon 
neighborhood traffic, and required mitigation shall also be identified; 

 
The DC cannot pass on this criteria absent plans for the project and any “required mitigation.” 

2.  HEARING DATE.  As I have said in prior emails, September 22 appears to be too soon for a hearing.  As noted above, 

given the year-long delay in submitting applications for the necessary right-of-way plans, ISD has indicated it is in no hurry 

to move the project forward. 

               Hundreds of comments have been received on the ISD MDNS, which will require review.   As noted above, 

review should not commence at all until ISD applications for the huge intersection on 228th are submitted to 

Sammamish.  Moreover, the City of Issaquah’s own comments (page 4, Paragraph 16) require ISD “to select a single 

appropriate mitigation measure” for the failing S.E. 40th/228th intersection (also in Sammamish), requiring another right-of-

way use application.   

            In addition, comments from both Issaquah and Sammamish indicate that the MDNS should be revised/changed in 

material respects that will modify the proposal.  It is unknown how ISD intends to respond to these and other comments, 

and whether it will change, modify or provide revised or new conditions for its application or if it will “stand pat.”  At least 

the proposal’s content and parameters should be known before a hearing is scheduled. 

            No hearing should be scheduled until complete plans, conditions and other essential information is submitted and 

the public has the opportunity to review it.  
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3. TIMING OF STAFF REPORT AND PACKET.  Your email indicates that the Development Commission packet, including 

the staff report, will not be available to the public or the DC until 5-7 days before the hearing. While we are aware this 

timing is included in DC procedures, having such a short perod of time with these critical documents is inappropriate. 

            As noted below, the content of the staff report and recommendation is established by code and it must address “all 

technical and design issues” as well as “include comments and recommendations of the City staff, relevant boards and 

commissions and the general public.”  See text of IMC 18.04.200 below.  Given its required content and its importance, 

the DC and the public should have a minimum of 30 days before the public hearing for review of the staff report/packet 

and preparation of responses. 
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4.  NUMBER OF HEARINGS.  Your email references just a single special hearing date, September 22, now less than four 

weeks away.  Given the size of the project, including the road work on 228th, the number of persons interested, and the 

multiple issues involved, scheduling just a single hearing appears to be inadequate.  In additional, the hearing will be 

“virtual,” indicating the need to allow additional time for resolution of technical and procedural issues.  We request that at 

least four evenings be set aside for public hearings on this proposal. When this matter was before the Policy Planning 

Commission (PPC) on just the rezone, multiple hearings were held; now there are multiple technical and design issues to 

be resolved by the DC, indicating the need for significantly more hearing time.  The city’s Active Projects Website shows 

more than 200 separate reports, plans and other materials, easily consisting of several hundred thousand pages.  

            We note that public hearings for DC site plan review for the Evergreen Ford Site development permit (a fraction of 

the complexity of this project with only six technical studies and a single public comment) were conducted over three 

evenings, May 1, 2019, August 21, 2019 and October 2, 2019.  (though the Staff Report was dated May 1, 2019, there 

was abundant time for the public to review the document before the August 21 and October 2, 2019 hearings).  

             Sufficient hearing and review time should be set aside for this complex matter with sufficient advance notice to 

allow commenters to adjust their schedules. 

4.  ADMINISTRATIVE ADJUSTMENT OF STANDARDS. Does the City intend for the DC to review and make 

recommendations on administrative adjustment of standards (AAS) applications by ISD?  As indicated in our letter to the 

City on August 6, 2021, the code provides that these are decisions that are appealable to the Hearing Examiner, not 

DC.  See IMC 18.07.270: 

The Planning Director/Manager has the authority to make the final decision regarding administrative adjustment of 
standards for all levels of review. The Director/Manager shall consider the application information regarding the 
approval criteria which has been provided by the applicant and any public comment which has been received 
within the comment period. The Director/Manager may request input from the Chair of the Development 
Commission during the comment period; however, this is not required. The Planning Director/Manager’s decision 
on the administrative adjustment of standards is final unless appealed. Appeals to a Level 2 
Review/administrative adjustment of standards decision are made to the Hearing Examiner (further appeals to 
King County Superior Court). (Ord. 2108 § 7.2.18.2, 1996). 

 
(Emphasis added.)  The AAS applications are detailed and complex on their own.  

5.      CRITICAL AREA REVIEW FOR OUTFALL IN FOREST VILLAGE. 

            Paragraph 10 of Providence Point’s comments on the ISD MDNS page 9 (copied below) described the impacts 

arising from additional water flows created by the schools project from a culvert that discharges in Forest Village, private 

property owned by one of Providence Point’s villages. This discharge is onto a steep slope critical area just above 

Laughing Jacobs Creek (LJC), another critical area (stream) in the city.  As we pointed out, impacts to this critical area 

have the potential to create significant impacts to downstream resources as well as to the only road access to Forest 

Village (immediately above this discharge).  Will the City include critical area review for the impacts to these steep slopes? 

             

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on this important and impactful application. 

Let me know if you have any questions. 

 

Rick 
 
 

//////////////////////////////////////////// 
IMC 18.04.200 Staff report and recommendations. 
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A.    Purpose: The purpose of preparing a staff report and making recommendations to 
the decision-making body is to facilitate the review and decision-making process by 

providing the information and analysis in a concise and clear format. The staff report will 
provide the factual and logical information from which the Administration’s 

recommendation is derived. 
 

B.    Process: Based on the information provided by the applicant and the technical and 
design analysis of the development proposal provided by the pertinent City departments, 

and state and federal agencies, where applicable, a staff report and recommendations 
shall be compiled by the Planning Department and presented to the recommendation-

making or decision-making bodies. This report shall address all technical and design 
issues of the project and shall include the comments and recommendations of the City 

staff, relevant boards and commissions, and the general public. The staff report will be 
used as background information for recommendation-making or decision-making. The 

staff report shall also state all the decisions or recommendations made as of the date of 

the report on all Project Permits included in the consolidated permit process that do not 
require an open record predecision hearing and any recommendations on Project Permits 

that do require an open record predecision hearing. The report shall state any mitigation 
required or proposed under the development regulations or the agency’s authority under 

RCW 43.21C.060 (SEPA). If a threshold determination, other than a determination of 
significance, has not been issued previously by the City, the report shall include or 

append this determination. (Ord. 2108 § 4.3.10, 1996). 
////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////// 

Excerpt from Providence Point MDNS Comment letter to ISD dated August 
24, 2021: 

 
10.      IMPACT ON CRITICAL AREAS.   
            A substantial portion of the increased volume of stormwater from the project will transit a large 
(36 inch) culvert that runs under 43rd Way and discharges on a steep slope just above LJC. This pipe 
discharges onto property owned by Forest Village in Providence Point.   
            A recent geotech report sponsored by the City for its project to install a traffic signal on 43rd 
Way identifies impacts on steep slopes south of 43rd roadway.  See REVISED - CRITICAL AREAS 
GEOTECHNICAL STUDY SE 43RD INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS – WALL 2, SE 43RD WAY 
and SE 43RD LANE ISSAQUAH, WASHINGTON ZGA Project No. 2150.01, June 10, 2019.   The 
area that the discharge from the 43rd Way culvert outfalls is just a few feet from the area in the 
foregoing study and is also on same steep slope and critical area.  Indeed the report (page 4) 
concludes that:  “Based on our review of the Code and our work associated with this study, the area 
in the vicinity of Wall 2 contains Landslide, Steep Slope, and Erosion hazard critical areas as defined 
in the (Issaquah Critical Areas) Code.”  
            The increased water flow generated by the stormwater from the schools project is an 
“alteration” of this steep slope because both the intensity and duration of stormwater flows will 
increase.  See IMC 18.10.390.  As the foregoing geotechncial report indicates, the increased volume 
of stormwater poses a threat to downstream resources in LJC due to possible erosion and 
sedimentation, but also poses a threat to the roadway above the discharge, which is the only access 
route to Providence Point’s Forest Village. It should be emphasized that the pipe and steep slope 
areas are on private property and ISD has neither sought nor received permission to discharge these 
waters. 
            As noted, permission from the private property owners is necessary before additional 
discharges are allowed.  This is a critical area under Issaquah ordinances; no study of these 
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conditions and circumstances has been undertaken and it is likely these impacts are significant 
adverse environmental impacts. 
            The applicant has not submitted a critical area report for impacts to this critical area.  No 
MDNS should be approved until compliance with critical area regulations is met.    
 

From: Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>  

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 3:31 PM 

To: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com> 

Cc: Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov>; Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: RE: Development Commission Hearing on Providence Heights Schools 

 

Mr Aramburu 
Thank you for your query. 
 
I am unsure which schedule you are referring to on the Development Commission webpage.  A calendar is 
attached to each of their packets, which is current as of the date it is issued.  The last time a packet was issued 
to them was in early June and the calendar indicates a meeting date of Sept 1.  That date is no longer part of 
our schedule.   
 
What the resident saw on our website is correct regarding the City’s general calendar.  We are currently 
targeting a Sept 22, 2021 Special Meeting with the Development Commission for Providence Heights.  If that 
meeting proceeds, we will provide all legally required notices, which include:  mailed notice to property owners 
within 300 ft, email to parties of record, publication in the newspaper of record, and property posting. 
 
The packet for the meeting is typically provided about 5-7 days in advance, consistent with the commission’s 
rules which are available on their webpage.  When the packet has been issued to the commissioners, it will 
also be available on the commission’s webpage along with the agenda and other materials for the meeting. 
 
Regards 
Lucy 
 
Lucy Sloman AICP  Planning Manager & Designated Official for the Urban Villages 
Community Planning & Development Department (formerly DSD) 

Direct 425|837-3433 · Front Desk 425|837-3100 · 425|837-3470 REPORT SPILLS 

 
Issaquah, WA - Official Website 

 

From: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com>  

Sent: Sunday, August 22, 2021 4:55 PM 

To: Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: Development Commission Hearing on Providence Heights Schools 

 

Lucy: 

  

I’m writing to you in your role as the staff contact for the Development Commission.   

  

There are many people interested in the timing of hearings on the ISD school proposal before the Development 

Commission (DC).  The current schedule on the DC website shows hearings for Providence Point on September 1 and 

October 6.  Obviously, there will be no hearing on September 1. 
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One of our interested residents has looked on the general city events calendar and discovered that DC meetings for both 

September 1 and 15 have been cancelled, but a “Special Meeting” for the DC has been scheduled for September 22 at 

6:30 pm.  The “Special Meeting”  is not shown on the DC website and oddly no agenda or subject matter for that 

“Special Meeting” is provided.   

  

Providence Point residents have concerns that the City may be intending on scheduling a DC hearing on the ISD proposal 

on September 22 without informing the public.  Do you know the subject matter for the “Special Meeting” on 

September 22? 

  

It would certainly be premature to schedule a DC meeting on this project as soon as September 22.  Comments on the 

ISD’s MDNS don’t close until August 24 and there is still no application by ISD to use the 228th street right of way in 

Sammamish necessary for the project.  The Labor Day holiday also comes up next week.  

  

The purpose of requiring a comment period on the MDNS is to allow the public and agencies to inform the District of 

their environmental concerns so that the MDNS might be withdrawn or project changes or additional mitigating 

conditions be included in a revised MDNS.  As the state Supreme Court said years ago in Smith v. Skagit County, 

regarding land use hearings: “The right to be heard implies a reasonable hope of being heeded.” We know there will be 

multiple and extensive comments (perhaps some from the City of Issaquah) and it will take the District some time to 

review and consider them,  if they take the environmental process seriously. If the MDNS is withdrawn, there will not be 

hearings before the DC until the EIS process is completed.  If project changes are made responsive to concerns 

expressed, the public should have time to review and consider them before the DC hearing.   

  

In any event, given the first environmental checklist for this project was two years ago, a generous lead time should be 

provided to the public and agencies before hearings are held on this major project.  

  

Rick 

  

  

Rick Aramburu 

Law Offices of J. Richard Aramburu 

705 2nd Ave #1300 

Seattle, Washington 98104 

  

This email may be protected by the Attorney-Client Privilege; if received in error, please discard and notify this office. 

Thank you.  
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Sierra Carson

From: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com>

Sent: Monday, August 9, 2021 11:04 AM

To: Cristina Haworth; Lucy Sloman; Dave Osmer

Cc: wrightfamily310@hotmail.com; leog98029@gmail.com; Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Stormwater review. 

Attachments: 20210721 - Full Site Impervious SW§.pdf; 20210721 - Full Site Impervious 

WestCorner.pdf; 20210721 - Full Site Imperviou Coverage to 11x17.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Cristina: 

I write today concerning the stormwater TIRs prepared for this project.  In your prior email you said:  “The City has 

requested additional information describing how the documents work together and it will be posted when the applicant 

provides it.” 

On the Active Projects List, there is a “TIR Discussion Memo,” dated  July 1,  found here: 

https://products.issaquahwa.gov/ActiveProjects/SDP20-00001/20210701_TIR%20Discussion%20Memo%20-

%202180412.10.pdfasd  Is this the “additional information” you requested?  If not, is this “additional information” found 

elsewhere? 

The “TIR Discussion Memo” only describes the separate stormwater systems/review  for the schools site and the right-

of-way improvements.  It does not provide an analysis of the cumulative impacts of the two systems on downstream 

resources, including residential areas in Sammamish and Laughing Jacobs Creek, even though portions of the school site 

(the northeast basin) discharge to 228th.  Is the District going to provide a cumulative analysis of these stormwater 

impacts?  Is the City going to require such an analysis?  

Also perhaps regarding stormwater, the recent “Full Site Impervious Coverage” drawing show four round areas 

protruding from the schools site into the buffer area on the southwest side of the 

site.  https://products.issaquahwa.gov/ActiveProjects/SDP20-00001/20210721%20-

%20Full%20Site%20Imp%20Coverage%20-%202180412.pdf   See attached Full Site Impervious area.  The second and 

third attachments show these areas in more detail.  Those areas are not shown on prior drawings. Do you know what 

they represent?   

Thank you for your assistance. 

Rick 

From: Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov>  

Sent: Monday, July 12, 2021 3:25 PM 

To: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com>; Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; Dave Osmer 

<osmerdave@outlook.com> 

Cc: wrightfamily310@hotmail.com; leog98029@gmail.com; Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: RE: ISD Threshold Determination 
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Sierra Carson

From: Roberta Brown <brownrs@plu.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, January 26, 2022 4:12 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: A few procedural questions

Attachments: Questions for Cristina Haworth 1-25-22.docx

Hi Cristina, 

You have been so helpful in the past. I'm wondering if you might take a few minutes to clarify some procedural 

questions that have occurred to me, as I think about any personal comments I might submit for the planned Commission 

hearings on the ISD proposal. 

Thanks in advance, and with my best regards, 

Roberta Brown  
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January 26, 2022 
 
Cristina Haworth, Issaquah Community Planning and Development Department 
 
You have been so very helpful in the past clarifying procedural matters, I’m wondering if you 
could help me with a few brief questions here having to do with procedure. I’m hoping to leave 
for long-overdue family visit, so may have to submit any comments shortly and possibly in 
writing. I’m writing as a private Issaquah resident.   
 

1. The website calendar indicates that the Development Commission has tentatively 
scheduled March 2, 3, and 16, for hearings related to ISD # 4 high school. Do you know if 
this means that the Commission tentatively plans on a zoom meeting each of those 
three evenings, or is it just one out of the three and they’re not yet sure which it will be 
-- or might the entire hearing be moved to later dates given the complexity of this 
project?  

 
2. Has the ISD completed its permit applications for the project, or is this still on-going? I’m 

aware of the date, Oct. 6, 2020, that accompanied a notice of public hearing then, but 
there have been so many changes to the application documents that were listed for 
public comment then, as well as new documents added, as shown on the City and ISD 
website, I’m thinking that perhaps the application is still not finalized, but I’m not sure. 
Also, the on-line documents don’t yet include the newest complication -- not to use 
2016 bond funds or any of the upcoming spring levy funds for construction of the 
elementary school (beyond a pad). Given that any further construction of the school will 
necessitate a proof of need, as well as new bond dollars, the pad, if permitted, could 
end up being a permanent construct, with its own environmental and financial issues 
quite unlike those of a full built-out elementary school. So, does it need to be put forth 
as a new application, separate from the original one that included the elementary 
school, making the whole application process still incomplete?   

 
3. According to the Overview of Washington State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) 

(ecology.wa.gov), “Any governmental action may be conditioned or denied pursuant to 
SEPA.” This includes “Issuing permits for … constructing public facilities like a new 
school.” “Information used through the review process can be used to: change a 
proposal to reduce likely impacts; apply conditions to or deny a proposal when adverse 
environmental impacts are identified.” My question: Given these guidelines, is it 
possible for the Commission to recommend a “change in the proposal,” such as 
eliminating one or more of the proposed elements?  And do you know if each of the 
separate applications will receive separate consideration by the Development 
Commission, with the possibility that some may be recommended with conditions, 
others to be outright turned down, others outright permitted, or that one or more be 
changed?  All of this obviously will influence how I might frame any further comments.  
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4. A related question: do you know if there will be an agenda at the Development 

Commission public hearing, focusing on public comment for one of the applications at a 
time, or will everything just be thrown in together? 

 
5. WAC 197-11-550.6 states, “When an agency with jurisdiction objects to or expresses 

concerns about a proposal, it shall specify the mitigation measures, if any are possible, it 
considers necessary to allow an agency to grant or approve applicable licenses.” My 
question: Should I assume that the conditions to the ISD mitigations in the August 24 
letter from the Community Planning and Development Department must be satisfied 
before a permit can be granted? Given that the ISD has virtually ignored the conditions 
twice, simply kicking them down the road, would the City actually consider issuing a 
permit with conditions based on a repetition of the same, continued unmet conditions, 
for which there is no assurance that they will ever be met?  

 
6. And a related more general question: According to the same WAC 197-11-660, “Any 

governmental action on public or private proposals that are not exempt may be 
conditioned or denied under SEPA… (f) To deny a proposal under SEPA, the agency must 
find that… (ii) Reasonable mitigation measures are insufficient to mitigate the identified 
impact.” Given the importance of SEPA, how much will the Staff Report and possibly the 
hearings themselves focus on the Finalized Revised SEPA MDNS? And, given that the ISD 
checklist and studies obfuscate or tell untruths in several very important instances, 
clearly in order to avoid necessary mitigation or an EIS, resulting in insufficient 
mitigation, can the Commission simply recommend turning down the entire project 
based on this law, if it deemed that appropriate? (Examples, among many, are the lack 
of recognition of nearby hazardous landslide areas and the misleading information in 
the noise studies.)    

 
Thank you very much, Cristina, for any clarification you might be able to offer on my questions.   
 
With my best regards, 
 
Roberta Brown 
22719 SE 43rd Ct. 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Carol Cohoe <Carol@aramburu-eustis.com>

Sent: Friday, January 21, 2022 2:00 PM

To: Lucy Sloman; Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal

Cc: Rick Aramburu

Subject: FW: Letter to Issaquah School District Levy Committee from Providence Point Umbrella 

Association

Attachments: PP Letter to Levy Committee 01172022.pdf

Lucy, Cristina, and Minnie: 

Attached from Mr. Aramburu for your information and review is a second letter from Providence Point to the Levy 

Committee for the Issaquah school district. 

Have a great weekend, 

Carol Cohoe 
Legal Assistant 
Law Offices of J. Richard Aramburu, PLLC 
Please “REPLY ALL” to ensure that Mr. Aramburu also receives your response. 

705 Second Ave Suite 1300 
Seattle, WA 98104-1797 
Telephone (206) 625-9515 Facsimile (206) 682-1376 
This message may be protected by the attorney-client and/or work product privilege. If you received this message in error please notify 
us and destroy the message. Thank you. 

From: Levy 2022 <Levy2022@issaquah.wednet.edu>  

Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2022 7:33 AM 

To: Cynthia Wirtz <cynthia@provpoint.com>; Levy 2022 <Levy2022@issaquah.wednet.edu> 

Subject: RE: Letter to Issaquah School District Levy Committee from Providence Point Umbrella Association 

Good Morning - 

This message is to acknowledge receipt of your email sharing your comments with the 2022 Levy Development 

Committee. 

Each member of the committee will receive an e-copy of your message for careful consideration. 

Lisa White 

Administrative Support to the 2022 Levy Development Committee 

From: Cynthia Wirtz <cynthia@provpoint.com>  

Sent: Monday, January 17, 2022 3:18 PM 

To: Levy 2022 <Levy2022@issaquah.wednet.edu> 

Subject: Letter to Issaquah School District Levy Committee from Providence Point Umbrella Association 
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Hello Issaquah School District Levy Committee, 

 

Please find the attached letter from the Providence Point Umbrella Association. 

 

Thanks, 

 

Cynthia Wirtz 
 
Cynthia Wirtz 
Community Manager 
425-392-9483 x 224 
www.providencepoint.com  
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Sierra Carson

From: Lucy Sloman

Sent: Monday, January 10, 2022 8:48 AM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: FW: Letter to Issaquah School District Levy Committee from Sharon Bernhardt, President 

of Providence Point Umbrella Association

Attachments: Letter to Levy Committee.pdf; SDP20-00001 Aerial RedLine at End of HS_Optimized.pdf

Please let me know in the next couple of days that you’re tracking on the emails that have included you and 
that you’re confirming these people are on the Parties of Record list and adding their materials to the record. 
Thanks  

Lucy Sloman AICP  Current Planning Manager & Designated Official for the Urban Villages 
Community Planning & Development Department (formerly DSD) 

Direct 425|837-3433 · Front Desk 425|837-3100 · 425|837-3470 REPORT SPILLS 

Issaquah, WA - Official Website 

From: Tisha Gieser <TishaG@issaquahwa.gov>  

Sent: Tuesday, January 4, 2022 6:16 PM 

To: cynthia@provpoint.com 

Cc: citycouncil@ci.sammamish.wa.us; Karen Moran <kmoran@sammamish.us>; Mary Lou Pauly 

<MaryLouP@issaquahwa.gov>; City Council <CityCouncil@issaquahwa.gov>; Minnie Dhaliwal 

<minnied@issaquahwa.gov>; Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: FW: Letter to Issaquah School District Levy Committee from Sharon Bernhardt, President of Providence Point 

Umbrella Association 

Hi Cynthia, 

I am acknowledging receipt of your letter. The Issaquah Mayor and City Council are not able to read or reply to 

correspondence related to the proposed Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17 or discuss the schools at 

this time.  This is because the Issaquah City Council will ultimately be making the decision on whether approve, 

conditionally approve, or deny the Master Site Plan and Site Development Permit for the schools. Our City code specifies 

that decision is a quasi-judicial decision. This means that the City Council must act like judges and may not hear any 

testimony or evidence outside of the Development Commission meetings and record on this topic.  

Given this process, it is best that you share any comments you have on the schools with the Development Commission, 

who will hold the public hearing on the project. By way of this email, I am forwarding your letter to the project planner, 

Cristina Haworth, who will ensure it is shared with the Commission. 

The Commission will be making a recommendation to the City Council on the Master Site Plan and Site Development 

Permit, and they will consider public comments in their recommendation. Eventually, these comments will also be 

reviewed by the City Council prior to their decision. 

The Development Commission public hearing has not been scheduled yet. We will ensure you are on the party of record 

list for this project so that you will receive notification of the public hearing and a copy of the decision when it is made.  

If you have any questions, please contact the project planner, Cristina Haworth, at cristinah@issaquahwa.gov or 

425.739.7959.  
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Thank you, 

Tisha 

 

Tisha Gieser  

City Clerk | City of Issaquah  

425.837.3001 | tishag@issaquahwa.gov 

 

From: Cynthia Wirtz <cynthia@provpoint.com>  

Sent: Tuesday, January 4, 2022 3:24 PM 

To: citycouncil@ci.sammamish.wa.us; kmoran@sammamish.us; Mary Lou Pauly <MaryLouP@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: Victoria Hunt <victoriah@issaquahwa.gov>; Chris Reh <chrisr@issaquahwa.gov>; Barbara de Michele 

<barbd@issaquahwa.gov>; Lindsey Walsh <lindseyw@issaquahwa.gov>; Tola Marts <TolaM@issaquahwa.gov>; Zach 

Hall <zachh@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: Letter to Issaquah School District Levy Committee from Sharon Bernhardt, President of Providence Point 

Umbrella Association 

 

Good afternoon, 

 

Attached, please find a letter and accompanying photo that was sent earlier today to the Issaquah School District Levy 

Committee from Sharon Bernhardt, Providence Point Umbrella Association President. 

 

Thanks, 

 

Cynthia Wirtz 
 
Cynthia Wirtz 
Community Manager 
425-392-9483 x 224 
www.providencepoint.com  
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LAW OFFICES OF J. RICHARD ARAMBURU PLLC 
  

705 Second Avenue, Suite 1300       www.aramburulaw.com 

Seattle, WA 98104-1797        www.aramburu-eustis.com 

Tel    206.625.9515 

Fax   206.682.1376 

 

 

             
      January 7, 2022 
 
 

 

Lucy Sloman at LucyS@issaquahwa.gov 
Land Development Manager, City of Issaquah 
 
Cristina Haworth at cristinah@issaquahwa.gov 
Planning Consultant, City of Issaquah (OTAK) 
 
Minnie Dhaliwal (Sperry) at MinnieD@issaquahwa.gov 
Community Planning & Development Director, City of Issaquah 
 
RE:  PROVIDENCE HEIGHTS SCHOOLS PROJECTS: ISSAQUAH SCHOOL 

DISTRICT.  
 
Mmes: 
 
As you are aware, this office represents the Providence Point Umbrella 
Association (PPUA), the representative of the Providence Point retirement 
community, which shares a 3,100-foot common boundary line with the 
Providence Heights property. The Issaquah School District (ISD or District) has 
submitted permit applications to the City of Issaquah to construct two schools on 
this property. The District has prepared, and circulated for comment, a 
“Reissued” Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance following the withdrawal 
of a prior MDNS (dated July 27, 2021).   
 
To the extent that the City may be preparing analysis and reviews of the ISD 
proposal, I write today to address three items in the plans that violate either city 
codes or private property rights.  We ask that the city suspend any additional 
processing of the District’s application until the plans are submitted consistent 
with codes and private property rights.  These items are discussed below. 
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1.   THE ISD HAS CHANGED ITS PROPOSAL:  THE ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL IS ON HOLD.  

 As you know, the proposal for the forty-acre Providence Heights site 
originally included the construction of an elementary school on the western part 
of the site.  This school, according to the District, would have approximately 700 
elementary school students.  

 However, the District issued a press release on November 24, 2021, 
Attachment A hereto, that indicates construction of the elementary school will be 
“on hold” because of declining enrollment.  No estimation of when the school 
might be built has been provided and our enrollment projections indicate that this 
elementary school will not be needed for many years, if ever.  

 However, the District has indicated that it intends to build “the pad” for the 
school at an estimated cost of $15,000,000.  We have checked the Issaquah 
Active Projects List but see no plans for construction of “the pad.”   

 Though plans have not been submitted, it appears that the construction of 
“the pad” will require removal of substantially all the mature forest that has been 
on the site since before the construction of the Providence Heights College in 
1960. See Attachment B, an aerial photograph that shows the elementary school 
site left of the red line. In addition, the current plans call for construction of very 
tall retaining walls (10 to 22 feet) on the south and west sides of the elementary 
school, extensive parking areas, and a long access road to the school; it is not 
clear whether “the pad” would include these features.  As you are aware the 
school site is immediately adjacent to Providence Point.  

Similarly, the current plans for the elementary school include hardscape 
play areas, as well as stormwater collection and detention facilities (some 
draining to Providence Point).  It is not clear how much of this work would be 
included in “the pad” construction.  

 As noted above, the District has “reissued” its MDNS for this project on 
December 9, 2021, with a 14-day comment period.1 Though this “reissuance” 
came after its announcement that the elementary school project would be put on 
hold (see Attachment A), and that only “the pad” for the school would be built 
now, the Reissued MDNS did not even acknowledge this change, nor the 
impacts of it.  

 As you are aware, retaining the trees on this site until definitive plans are 
made for the elementary school provides multiple environmental benefits, which 

 
1 Despite requests for a brief extension of the comment period due to the holidays, the District refused to 
allow the affected public any additional time.  
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include forest preservation, retaining vegetated areas for stormwater retention, 
wildlife protection, climate health through avoidance of the replacement of 
vegetation with concrete, and avoidance of construction impacts.  Tree retention 
also provides a buffer between the high school and neighboring uses. 

 In addition, and significantly, there is no current funding for the elementary 
school.  We understand the funds earmarked for ES-17 in the 2016 bond have 
been diverted to the high school.  Accordingly, another bond issue will be 
required to fund the elementary school in the event it becomes necessary.  
Indeed, there is currently insufficient funding even for the high school, with the 
District preparing a levy or bond issue for an April 2022 special election.   

 It is inappropriate to continue processing a permit application for the 
elementary school without plans for “the pad” and without funding to complete 
the project.2 Further processing of the application without this information would 
be a waste of time for staff and interested members of the public, as well as the 
Development Commission and City Council. 

2.  NONCOMPLIANCE WITH “BUILD-TO-LINE” REQUIREMENTS FOR THE 
HIGH SCHOOL.  

Issaquah Code section 18.07.480.E contains criteria for approval of 
community facilities (CF), including schools. Table 18.07.480 has the CF criteria 
for Public Schools, which includes a “Build-To-Line” shown as 0’-20’.  

 Footnote 6 to the table provides as follows: 

6 The build-to line is the required placement of the building(s) on property 
frontage between the building and the right-of-way or private street edge if 
there is no right-of-way. Additional requirements for the area in between 
the property line and build-to line can be found in subsection (E)(13) of this 
section. 

As noted, the “build to line” applies to private street edges as well as public right 
of way.  Subsection (E)(13), as referenced in Footnote 6 states: 

13. Build-To Line for Properties outside of Olde Town and Central 
Issaquah: If the facility is not built to the property line, the following is 
required in addition to other applicable design standards: 

a. Vehicular circulation and/or parking are not allowed in the space in 
between the building and the property line. 

 
2 To the extent that the District may argue this is “phased” construction, that is incorrect.  As noted there 
admittedly no present need for the project and no funding for it. 
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b. The space in between the building and property line shall include 
landscaping with evergreen plantings to maintain year-round interest in 
combination with other hardscape elements, such as seat walls, benches, 
bicycle parking and other similar elements that enhance the social 
interactions and contribute to the public realm[.] 

 Section 20 of the Code allows for increases to the build-to-line. The 
concept and restrictions for the “Build-To-Line” only apply to schools and other 
public buildings in the cited code section. Significantly, this code section was 
amended by the Issaquah Council after the District selected the Providence 
Heights site for its new schools and just before the ISD made their application for 
rezoning in mid-2019.  

 As shown on Attachment C hereto, the “Providence Point Loop” (PPL) is 
designated a “street” on City maps from 228th into the property and is designated 
as “private.” The environmental checklist at page 19 describes PPL as follows: 
“The private road is a shared easement with the adjoining property . . .” PPL has 
been designated as a street since the “shared easement” between the properties 
was recorded back in 1979. 

The proposed site plan shows the area between the high school building 
and PPL as the bus parking (23 stalls), bus circulation, “high school bus drop-off 
and pick-up,” and automobile parking area (30 stalls), as well as the planned 
point for garbage collection, a generator, the circulation of garbage and delivery 
trucks and other “back of the house” facilities. See portion of the current site plan 
attached (Attachment D). The District’s design apparently comes from the desire 
to move these facilities (including large yellow buses) to the rear of the building to 
maintain an attractive view from the front of the high school, which the parents, 
students and visitors see. The plan also includes a 60 by 60-foot area for a 
“Proposed Cell Tower.”2  

 This plan places the impacts from these facilities on the Providence Point 
community. Based on the code sections cited above, the vehicle circulation and 
parking and other maintenance features of the schools, as well as the cell tower, 
are not permitted in the space between the buildings and PPL.  

 
 

2Apparently, the cell tower is to be owned and operated by a unnamed wireless company, not the District.  
The District should relocate the proposed cell tower and associated equipment to another location on the 
Providence Heights site so that it is not adjacent to the Providence Point community.  The proposed site 
for the cell tower should be converted to enhanced landscaping.     
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 LAW OFFICES OF J. RICHARD ARAMBURU PLLC

705 Second Avenue, Suite 1300 www.aramburulaw.com

Seattle, WA 98104-1797 www.aramburu-eustis.com

Telephone    206.625.9515

Facsimile      206.682.1376

January 24, 2022

Lucy Sloman at LucyS@issaquahwa.gov
Land Development Manager, City of Issaquah

RE: Development Commission Review of Providence Heights Schools Proposal

Lucy:

Thanks for the information in your email of January 21, regarding potential
Development Commission (DC) hearings on the District’s schools project.  For the
reasons set forth herein, we believe any Development Commission hearings are
premature because of lack of material disclosure, lack of plans and submissions for the
proposal and failure to comply with SEPA and city codes. Our concerns are stated
below.

To begin with, any staff report must thoroughly review the significant change in plans for
the site. In November, 2021, the District announced that the elementary school portion
of the project will be put “on hold” because enrollment projections for the K-5 population
have declined. The District said that work on that portion of the site will be limited to
“pad preparation,” though no detail has been provided. Apparently, the District plans to
remove trees from the area of the elementary school site and use that area as a
dumping ground for spoils from the grading of other portions of the site. This work may
require construction of retaining walls. 

Ordinarily, dirt work for a construction project is a transitory step leading to construction
of a building. However, it now appears that the filling of a portion of the site will be a
long-term condition, leading to questions of stormwater runoff and management,
downstream sedimentation, dust control, aesthetics and similar issues related to the
open storage of soils, including whether the soils will be compacted or covered.  No
analysis or discussion of the plans or narratives for this “pad preparation” is found in the
current application materials. Accordingly, the applicant should be required to provide
complete project narratives and plans for the “pad preparation” and those plans should
be subject to public comment and review before being allowed to proceed to the
Development Commission. Not only is Providence Point an adjacent residential
property owner, but stormwater runoff from the “pad preparation” for ES-17 will go into
the stormwater system on Providence Point property (the stormwater system is actually
owned by the City). 
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Regarding SEPA compliance, though the District’s plan to put Elementary-17 on hold
and proceed with “pad preparation” was publicly disclosed (in the Seattle Times) by the
District well before the issuance of the final MDNS on Martin Luther King Day (January
17, 2022), neither the MDNS nor its accompanying environmental checklist mentioned
this change in District plans or considered its impacts. Indeed, the first sentence of the
MDNS says that the schools are:  “growth-related capacity projects needed to
accommodate recent and ongoing residential growth within the District and to ease
overcrowding at existing school facilities,” a statement repeated at page 4, Paragraph
11 of the Environmental Checklist dated December 1, 2021. Significantly, though
Providence Point comments on the December 9, 2021 MDNS (dated December 23,
2021) specifically asked the District to correct this misleading information, and to
disclose that the ES-17 project was “on hold,” the District’s Responsible Official refused.
Obviously, pubic agencies, politicians and members of the public tend to be less critical
of projects designed to address educational facilities and conditions such as student
 “overcrowding,” and this situation is well known to the District.

Review of the District’s plan as “project phasing,” is clearly not appropriate as it is
unknown whether an elementary school will ever be built. Moreover, “when a lead
agency knows it is using phased review, it shall so state in its environmental
documents.” WAC 197-11-060(5)(e). Paragraph 6 of the Environmental Checklist in
response to “proposed timing or schedule” indicates “Construction is anticipated to
begin Spring 2022 with schools opening fall 2024.”  Paragraph 7 asks whether there will
be “further activity,” to which the District responds by saying only that “future phases”
may include “portable classrooms at both schools.” 

The SEPA Rules are very clear that a “lead agency shall withdraw a DNS if: “certain
circumstances” exist. One of those is if “the DNS was procured by . . . a lack of material
disclosure.” WAC 197-11-340(3)(a)(iii).  Here the Responsible Official included
language in the District’s revised Environmental Checklist and DNS that the elementary
school was “needed” to “ease overcrowding,” when public statements of the District
indicated that elementary enrollment figures had declined and ES-17 was “on hold.” As
described above, we asked the District to correct these statements, but its Responsible
Official declined. Not disclosing that the fill material to be deposited on the ES-17 site
would remain indefinitely was an additional lack of material disclosure. Id.  While the
ordinary response to a lack of material disclosure from an applicant is to have the “lead
agency or its consultant” revise the environmental checklist, here the applicant and lead
agency are one and the same. In fact, it was the District’s consultant who prepared the
MDNS containing the misleading information. 

The plan to keep construction spoils on the ES-17 site indefinitely, after the removal of
a mature forest, is certainly contrary to many Issaquah codes and policies, the detail of
which cannot be known without further elucidation of the District’s plans. As you are
aware from other communications, the Providence Point community strongly objects to
the clear-cutting of a mature forest for these purposes. 
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Cristina Haworth

From: Penny Milner <pennymilner60@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, November 13, 2020 1:40 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Providence Heights School Property

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Ms. Haworth and Issaquah Planning: 
 

I am a resident in Providence Point, Issaquah, and I am writing in opposition to the high school campus with a 

massive 2,000 seat football stadium, softball and baseball fields AND an elementary school all on 36 acres on 

the Providence Height property for the following reasons: 
 

• Only one combined entry/exit point to accommodate an additional 4,100+ vehicle trips per weekday 

(according to the School District’s own traffic study). 

• Internal traffic circulation routes are very limited. 

• Due to the site location, this will effectively be a 100% commuter campus. 

• Single entry/exit will cause parents significant wait-times in queuing to drop off their students. 

• Extensive road improvements will be required on 228th Ave SE. 

o At least six lanes of roadway 

o New stoplights at the entry/exit point, and probably at SE 40th St. as well 

o Will significantly impact access to/from Providence Point Dr. SE  

o Multiple tall, unsightly retaining walls will be necessary along 228th 

o Considerable expense to the District’s taxpayers 

• Increased traffic will exacerbate the existing congested choke point for drivers exiting the Sammamish 

Plateau. 

  

Regarding Safety: 

  

·       Despite the District’s claims to the contrary, locating a high school and elementary school on the same 

campus is nearly unprecedented in this region 

o   Raises numerous safety concerns, including teen drivers and small children on same campus 

o   Rapid emergency response during peak commute times very difficult 

o   Every moment counts during a serious student injury, fire, natural disaster, or worse, an active 

shooter 

·       Plans include the use of portables for both schools.  

o   Portables considerably less safe during an emergency 

  

Regarding Site Facilities: 

  

·       The proposed site is only 36 usable acres, not enough for a high school alone.  

o   Yet, plan includes two schools, separate softball and baseball fields, a massive football 

stadium, including 2,000-seat bleachers, an athletic plaza, concession stands, press box, and 

PA system. 
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·       Sharing Skyline and Issaquah High’s stadiums for interscholastic competitions is the most 

responsible solution.  

o   Numerous other high schools in the area share facilities for competitions, including 

Northshore District where four schools share the same stadium  

o   Much less expensive, consolidated facilities for team practices and PE classes could 

easily be accommodated on a redesigned site  

o   Skyline’s stadium recently renovated at cost of over $11 million 

§  Sits empty during half the Friday nights of football season 

·       The elementary school is not necessary and should be deleted from the site plan.  

o   District’s own projections show a decline in elementary school enrollment by 2030 to a 

point lower than the capacity of existing District elementary schools   

o   Result would reduce traffic and provide more opportunity to mitigate other impacts 

from the high school 

  

Regarding tree retention: 

  

·       Plan includes removing nearly ALL existing, mature trees on the site, replacing them with nursery stock.  

o   Multiple decades requited for replacement tree growth (if they survive that long) to 

adequately replace loss of tree canopy or to provide adequate buffer with adjoining 

neighborhoods  

·       Plan is in violation of the City’s own comprehensive plan requirements for tree replacement.  

·       Retaining trees addresses climate change and stormwater management. 

  

Regarding stormwater: 

  

·       Two-thirds (67%) of the site will become impervious surface substantially increasing stormwater runoff.  

o   District claims stormwater runoff will be captured on-site and the flow rate from site will be 

controlled to be lower than current flow rate 

o   This fails to acknowledge that total flow volume will be significantly increased.  

o   Total flow volume, in addition to flow rate, is a significant factor in causing downstream 

impacts such as streambed erosion, a major source of water pollution 

·       Plan calls for all runoff to flow to Lake Sammamish by way of Laughing Jacobs Creek.  

o   No impact analysis of the effects on either body of water from increased runoff volume and 

resulting potential pollution are in the plan  

o   No accounting in plan for impacts on the Kokanee salmon that utilize Laughing Jacobs Creek 

for spawning 

o   Impacts on Laughing Jacobs Basin Plan (jointly sponsored by City of Issaquah and City of 

Sammamish) not shown in plan 

o   Impacts on plans developed by the King County Kokanee Work Group for reconstruction of 

streambed near mouth of Laughing Jacobs Creek also absent from plan.  

·       All available means to protect the water quality of Lake Sammamish need to be employed. 

  

Regarding Other Environmental Impacts: 

  

• No adequate mitigation shown of visual, noise, light and vehicle exhaust impacts on Providence 

Point property owners and other neighbors, including Bellwood retirement community. 

• The scope and complexity of this project warrants a full Environmental Impact Statement. 

• So far, the District has refused to acknowledge whether or not they intend to conduct one 
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Penny Milner 

22535 SE 45th Lane 

Issaquah, WA 
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Sierra Carson

From: Ilaina Richter <laneyrichter@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 22, 2021 10:57 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: August 19, 2021

August 19, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education 

and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The 

potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found? 

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination 

of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this 

proposed project are considered. 

Thank you. 

Ilaina Richter  

3620 224th Place SE, Issaquah 98029 
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cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 

  

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



1

Sierra Carson

From: Marcia Hope <m4m3hope@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 9, 2021 8:55 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; jelekes@sammamish.us; dpyle@sammamish.us

Subject: Comment letter on SEPA report for HS #4 and ES #17

Attachments: Issaquah Director of of Capital Projects Letter ISD 8-2021.pdf

Mr. Mullins, attached are my comments regarding the recent SEPA Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance report 

for the ISD two-school proposal for the Providence Heights property. If you cannot open the attachment, please let me 

know and I will send it in the body of an email. Thank you, Marcia Hope 
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August 9, 2021
Dear Tom Mullins, 

I am writing in response to the Issaquah School District SEPA report of July 27, 2021. 
First my background: in the 1970's, my husband and I built our home in the Briarwood area of 

Renton where all five of our children, and then seven of our eleven grandchildren, attended Briarwood 
Elementary, Maywood Middle, and Liberty High schools. So I am a strong supporter of Issaquah 
schools. I now live at Providence Point.  

I have several areas of concern about the two-school proposal on the Providence Heights 
property: 1) How the SEPA Determination of Non-significance was assessed: A determination of no 
significant adverse impact on the environment made by a school employee (Jacob Kuper) rather than 
by an official employee of the Washington Environmental Policy Office seems to me to be a serious 
conflict of interest — especially with regard to such a large, and contested, project. It is also another 
example of the ISD's actions to push through their agenda by avoiding “official” steps to get approval 
as well as to listen to the concerns of “neighbors” who are impacted by their proposal. 

2) Everything under General 1. a-j is to be expected in such a large construction project.
3) Earth 1-7 and Water 8-11 say nothing specific regarding concern of Laughing Jacobs Creek 

contamination and its negative effect on wildlife, salmon, or forest. Was this considered?
4) Environmental Health and Noise 12-15 (add exhaust fumes to this) and Light and Glare 16-

17. The immediate neighbors are not just Providence Point residents. Many letters have been sent to 
address our concerns — especially as they impact residents in our high-rise buildings which butt-up 
right to the proposed acreage. We are not the only community impacted by the two school, stadium, 
ball fields proposal. There is Bellewood, home to seniors who still live independently with help for 
meals and light housekeeping – some still drive. There is also Spiritwood, which focuses on memory 
care, so the residents need more care than those in Bellewood. There is Marionwood, a nursing/rehab 
facility where many patients are living out their final days. And there are two Adult Care Family 
Homes. I don't bring up this group just because of the “peace and quiet” issue but also because of the 
traffic concerns regarding fire/aid responses that are needed several times a day. (Contact the local fire 
station #83 for their statistics). The additional traffic will also impact the life-saving, critical, time 
sensitive, medical needs in all of these communities. 

5) Which brings me to Transportation 19: all of the facilities/communities listed in the prior 
paragraph have entrances/exits onto 228th so traffic is a major concern. I think the traffic impact on the 
greater communities of Issaquah and Sammamish should be a deal breaker. Any time of the day or 
evening, the traffic coming down the hill from 228th in Sammamish is already very heavy for the one 
lane that passes the building site and Providence Point until it reaches the round-about on E Lake 
Sammamish Parkway. Add school buses, two schools worth of teacher cars, teenage drivers, and 
parents bringing their children to school! And that would be a right-hand turn into the schools. Coming 
up the hill from that round-about is a two-lane road that, right after the main entrance to Providence 
Point, turns into a merge for a one-lane road traveling towards Sammamish. And that would be a left-
hand turn for buses, teachers, teenage drivers, and parents going east. Additional lanes will not alleviate
the problem because of the additional vehicles nor will suggestions of bus use and carpooling — how 
compliant are parents and teens in the other schools?! The Issaquah Hobart Road migration twice a day
would become the second worst traffic in our wonderful town of Issaquah!  
 In a previous letter, I recommended that the City Council make a “field” trip to the area — now 
I add Jacob Kuper to the list — during proposed school hours, to assess the traffic impact. If they do it 
from either of our gates, they will have personal knowledge of why traffic is a major concern 
(especially if they include the two large communities of homes lining 43rd on the right). In light of all 
this information, I think the proposed determination of non-significance should be rescinded and a full 
environmental impact study be required by a non-biased, fact-finding, agency.

Do I have a proposal/compromise? Yes, how about a very large elementary school with 
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playgrounds? Every school principal, teacher, and parent stressed the need for more classrooms. Why 
not build one school, with more than enough classrooms to also accommodate future elementary 
needs? And I really don't think there would be protests to a playground, filled with small children, 
during school hours. Yes, there would still be some traffic issues, but half the buses, fewer teacher cars,
fewer parent cars, and no teen drivers would make a difference. Stadium lights, ball games after school 
hours and on weekends — especially after “quiet” hours in the neighboring residences and facilities — 
would be eliminated. As would the danger of teenagers and other drivers sharing a school campus with 
elementary-age children.

As a resident of Issaquah, with all its charm, I would like to see the City Council put a 
moratorium on building more residences and designate property to the building of schools first. The 
hillside along I-90 that is filled with condos could have been used to build several school campuses 
without negatively impacting existing communities. I could also mention the loss of our green space, 
our necessary “canopy” of trees, our trails — all things that add to the beauty and attraction of living in 
Issaquah. I trust the Council takes all of this into consideration as they issue permits to build — be it 
residences, schools, or businesses. Difficult decisions — may common sense and wisdom prevail — 
for now and the future.

Thank you for your leadership and service to the community of Issaquah. I am an active 
volunteer at Providence Point and I know that dedication, commitment, and thoughtfulness go into each
decision that leadership is asked to make regarding the well-being of the community they love and care
about. When all sides of an issue are considered, compromise can be the result. I hope that the ISD 
leadership will be given a directive to consider the concerns of those who oppose their current school 
proposal for the Providence Heights property. Whatever decision is made needs to be based on a fair 
and respectful procedure which, when resolved, leaves all interested parties feeling their concerns have
been heard. Please share my letter with Ron Thiele, ISD Superintendent. 

Thank you for considering my concerns,
Marcia Hope, 4009 220th Pl SE, Issaquah, 425-427-0781
President of Meadow Village
Membership Coordinator for the Point Garden Club

cc to: Jeff Elekes; Cristina Haworth
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Sierra Carson

From: Debby Beck <birchtwig@icloud.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 3:43 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Comment on ISD #411 Determination of Nonsignificance.

August 20, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA  98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  We support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As Issaquah homeowners, however, we have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  We offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

There is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already congested, 

main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods in both Issaquah and Sammamish.  The 

City of Issaquah just finished paying $8 Million for new traffic signals and additional lanes at SE 43rd Street and 228th 

Avenue SE.  Is ISD No. 411 prepared to pay for that expense, plus twice daily traffic jams?   

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Very truly yours, 

Robert T. and Debby C. Beck 

22579 SE 45th Street 

Issaquah, WA  98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Nancy Schuldt <nancyschuldt.centervillage@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 11:16 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Comment on Providence Heights ISD project

August 23, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

• The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of

significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major

environmental impact.  Once those trees are removed, there is no hope of recovering the benefit they provide to our

deteriorating environment. This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required

under WAC 197-11-794.

• Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if

contamination is found?

• Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use

of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.

• Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s

Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why

is this intent not of environmental significance?

• Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  
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Thank you. 

John and Nancy Schluldt 

4221 220th Pl SE 

Issaquah WA 98029 

206-909-4544 

 

cc:  cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 

 

Nancy Schuldt 

4221 220th Pl Se 

Issaquah WA 98029 

206-909-4544 

 

cc:  cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 

  

Nancy Schuldt 

e: nancyschuldt.centervillage@gmail.com 

p: 206-909-4544 

4221 220th Pl SE 

Issaquah WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Iland, Steve (he/him/his) <Steve.Iland@bsci.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 5:47 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Comments -Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the 

proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA 

Register No 202104221

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

have routinely voted in support of school bonds.   

However, as an Issaquah homeowner, I have concerns with the MDNS as the potential environmental impacts are indeed 

significant.   

I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will have a major environmental 

impact.   

This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of the proposed measures in this MDNS appear to lack substance/ detail: 

#4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be 

notified.”  Steps to be taken control contamination if found are not described or addressed in even general terms?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague and most likely unenforceable:  

# 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be 

included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.”  

# 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools 

on site.   

#9:  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a 

designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of 

environmental significance? 

I see no mention/ proposals to address the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips will have on 228th Ave. S.E. a main 

arterial road, and also on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

I recommend that the MDNS for this proposed project be withdrawn and instead, a Determination of Significance should be 

issued. A full Environmental Impact Statement should be prepared before any further steps are considered regarding this 

proposed project.  

Thank you. 

Steve and Emily Iland 
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4123 221ST Court SE, Unit 2090 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

 

cc:  cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thanks, 

Steve 

Steve Iland 

Principal Quality Engineer 

Boston Scientific Neuromodulation 

Corporation 

steve.iland@bsci.com 

P. 661-949-4202 C. 661-644-1130 

25155 Rye Canyon Loop 

Valencia, CA 91355  

www.bostonscientific.com 

 

Pronouns:   He, Him, His 
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Sierra Carson

From: diane exeriede <dianeexreed@outlook.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 10, 2021 3:45 PM

To: Mullins, Tom   AD-Staff

Cc: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Comments on ISD HS#4 ES #17 SEPA review and finding of MDNS

Comments regarding the SEPA MDNS for ISD HS #4 & Elementary School #17 

My comments below are specific to the cited sections of the SEPA checklist. It should not be assumed that I 
concur with the rest of the SEPA  environmental element findings.  I do not feel that there has been adequate 
consideration given to the damaging effects of this project.  I would certainly request that a full EIS be required. 

Animals Section #5
A
Pileated Woodpeckers (Dryocopus Pileatus) have been observed on the site.  These birds are dependent 
on mature forests as its core habitat.  The removal of large diameter dead and living trees eliminates nesting, 
roosting and feeding areas.  The pileated woodpecker occupies both coniferous and decidious forests.  It is a 
keystone species and its nest excavations are subsequently used by many birds and mammals  These birds 
are protected under the US migratory bird act although they are not migratory.

Requested mitigation:  Leave large diameter dead and living trees standing as habitat for these birds.

Transportation Section # 14
D.
“The proposal would construct improvements on 228th Avenue SE along the site frontage, including widening 
the current two lane section to a five-lane section (two travel lanes in each direction plus a center left-turn 
lane), consistent with the City of Sammamish’s ultimate plans for the street.” 
Comment:
The City of Sammamish has no formalized plans or funding for improvements to  228th Ave SE.  Their 
2019 Transportation Master plan did propose widening 228th to five lanes from Issaquah Pine Lake Rd SE to 
SE 43rd Way.  This plan has never been adopted by the Sammamish City Council.  The Transportation Master 
plan was a 20-year projection.  The ISD’s plan to widen the road on their site frontage would only result in a 
squeeze merge back to one lane northbound at SE 40th St.

“228th Avenue SE currently has no pedestrian or bicycle facilities in the vicinity of the site”. 
Comment:
There are no continuous sidewalks from Issaquah PIne Lake Rd to SE 43rd Way on either side of the 
roadway.    Pedestrians must walk on road shoulders in a 40 MPH zone.  This site is car dependent.  

F
Trip Volume -” In a permanent basis, the project is estimated to generate the following peak hour trips when 
both schools are operational at full buildout capacity
• 1,304 AM peak hour trips (7:15 to 8:15 am), 900 inbound/ 404 outbound
• 862 afternoon peak hour trips (3:00 to 4:00 pm) 258 inbound/ 604 outbound
• 476 commuter PM peak hour trips (4:45 to 5:45) 215 inbound/ 261 outbound”

Comment:
This estimate fails to include the Wednesday late start schedules of 10:10 AM to 3:45 PM.
This would impact PM commuter trips for 20% of the work week.
Additional traffic impacts would be felt from early release days and one or two hour late start days.
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H. 
Proposed capacity improvement at SE 40th St intersection 

Flying T vs Signalization. 
Comment: 
The City of Sammamish 2019 Transportation Improvement Plan for 2020-2025 only proposes a  
center turn lane on 228th.  No right of way permit has been issued by the City of Sammamish. 

 

Requested Transportation Mitigation:  There are limited mitigation measures available to correct the 
increase in traffic volume on what is essentially a two-lane suburban road.  One choice would be to decrease 
the size of the project by eliminating the elementary school.  Another would be a full build out of  228th Ave SE 
from 43rd to Issaquah Pine Lake Road with 2 lanes in each direction, turn lanes, bicycle lanes and sidewalks 
on both sides of the street. 

 

Other:  There is no perimeter security fence.  This is a safety concern for the residents of Providence 
Point.  The Issaquah High School student handbook provides provisions for district employees to search 
students, their lockers and vehicles for contraband.  This would include firearms or other dangerous weapons, 
controlled substances such as drugs and alcohol.  The district reserves the right to patrol student parking areas 
to look for visible violations. 

 

Requested mitigation: The ISD should be required to provide perimeter security fencing along the Providence 
Point and Bellewood property lines. 
: 
SEPA Handbook p. 44 

“An important part of SEPA is the opportunity for citizens and other agencies to review and comment on many 
proposals. When an opportunity to comment on a SEPA document is missed or ignored, the opportunity to 
have a beneficial effect on the proposal is often lost. Comments can provide the lead agency with missing 
information on the proposal, identify inaccurate information, and/or provide input on possible mitigation or 
alternative.” 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide my comments.  I hope my efforts have not been in vain 

regarding the major negative and significant impact, the school will have on my neighborhood.  I cannot 
envision how an additional 5,550 daily vehicle trips would improve the already overcrowded conditions on 
228th Avenue SE or our residents' quality of life. 

 

Diane Exeriede 

22016 SE 40th Lane 

Issaquah, WA  
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Sierra Carson

From: MD Jin <mdjin@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, August 4, 2021 12:48 PM

To: dpyle@sammamish.us; Cristina Haworth; mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Subject: Comments on Issaquah School District Proposed Project at Providence Heights

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Dear Sir/Madam, 

Good afternoon!  

I was heard that the Issaquah School District (ISD) has finally issued its draft “Environmental Determination” regarding 

their proposed development of our neighboring Providence Heights property.  Through a quirk in the State 

Environmental Policy Act (SEPA), ISD is allowed to write their own determination.  They have issued what’s known as a 

“Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance” (MDNS) which claims that they do not have to do a full “Environmental 

Impact Statement” (EIS) on the project.  They have also filed a “SEPA Checklist” which basically serves as backup to the 

MDNS.

I think this plan will have a significant impact on the surrounding environment, and list the following points: 

1. VAGUE CONDITIONS.

i. While ISD began SEPA review in August, 2019, two years ago, proposed “Mitigation Measures” in their latest

document are still without substance, e.g. particularly noisy activities will take place after 9 a.m. “whenever possible;”

mitigation plan for construction impacts not prepared, only promised for the future.

ii. Are vague conditions a means to give the District a free hand without limitation?

iii. Who will enforce the conditions? District cannot be expected to enforce its own conditions.

2. TREE LOSS.

i. 77% of the acres of trees on site will be removed.

ii. ISD seeks to reduce standards for tree retention on site.

3. IMPACTS TO LAUGHING JACOBS CREEK (LJC).

i. 900 feet of LJC run through Providence Point Forest Village.

ii. Construction will dramatically increase runoff to LJC; with few conditions to protect it.

iii. Stream has spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee salmon.

4. TRAFFIC.

i. There will be about 5500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. (1304 morning peak hour trips) on an already

highly congested street.

i. A large intersection with six lanes will be required to access the new schools.

iii. Proposed reduced speed school zone (the usual 20 mph?) will create additional congestion, especially for uphill

traffic.

So, I have to say that the size and complexity of the project indicate that an EIS is required for this project. 

Thanks for your attention. 
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Andy Jin 

HV of Providence Point 
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Sierra Carson

From: Dave Osmer <osmerdave@outlook.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 6:08 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Rick Aramburu; Issaquah Schoolboard; kmoran@sammamish.us; Cristina Haworth; Lucy 

Sloman

Subject: Comments on Issaquah School District’s issuance of its “SEPA Mitigated Determination 

of Nonsignificance (MDNS)” 

WILLIAM D. OSMER 

22433 SE HIGHLAND LANE 

ISSAQUAH, WASHINGTON  98029 

PHONE: 425.606.6010 | E-MAIL: osmerdave@outlook.com 

August 23, 2021 

Tom Mullins 

Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 – 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA  98029 

Via email to mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Dear Mr. Mullins; 

This letter, and the accompanying attachment, constitute my written comments in response to the Issaquah 

School District’s issuance of its “SEPA Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS)” regarding “New 

Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17, Ecology SEPA Register No. 202104088” originally dated 

July 27, 2021 and revised August 10, 2021. 

I have carefully reviewed this MDNS document and its companion “SEPA Environmental Checklist.”  Neither 

of these documents present, even remotely, adequate evidence to support the declaration of an MDNS, or the 

erroneous conclusion that “An environmental impact statement (EIS) is not required.”  In fact, what these two 

documents do demonstrate is that there is every reason to conduct a full EIS because there is little to nothing in 

either of them to indicate how the numerous and significant adverse impacts of this proposal would be 

mitigated, even if they could be.  

Moreover, these documents fail to meet the basic requirements of State Law.  RCW 43.21C.030 states in part, 

“…every recommendation or report on proposals for legislation or other major actions significantly affecting 

the quality of the environment [such as this proposed project] shall include a detailed statement by the 

responsible official on: 1) the environmental impact of the proposed action; 2) any adverse environmental 

effects which cannot be avoided should the proposal be implemented; 3) alternatives to the proposed action.” 

On all accounts, this MDNS fails these requirements: 1) Virtually none of the obvious adverse impacts of this 

proposed project are even described; 2) Numerous adverse impacts which cannot be avoided are not 

acknowledged, and 3) No alternatives to the proposed actions are presented.  
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It is imperative that the District recognize the significant adverse impacts of this project.  A Determination of 

Significance (DS) is clearly called for.  Reverse this deeply flawed MDNS, declare a DS and conduct the full 

Environmental Impact Statement this proposal requires! 

 

Thank you for your attention to this important matter. 

 

Yours truly, 

 
William D. Osmer 

 

Attachment 

 

cc:  Richard Aramburu, Rick@aramburu-eustis.com 

      Issaquah School Board, schoolboard@issaquah.wednet.edu  

      The Honorable Karen Moran, City of Sammamish, kmoran@sammamish.us  

      Lucy Sloman, City of Issaquah, LucyS@issaquahwa.gov  

      Cristina Haworth, City of Issaquah, cristinah@issaquahwa.gov  

 
 

Attachment to Osmer Comments on ISD MDNS, August 23, 2021 

 

This Attachment documents those assertions in the Issaquah School District (ISD) “SEPA Mitigated 

Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS),” and its companion “SEPA Environmental Checklist,” that are 

clearly insufficient to justify a MDNS.  A full Environmental Impact analysis is required to remedy these 

insufficiencies. 

 

First of all, no site plan is included in either the MDNS, or in the Environmental Checklist, as suggested in 

Issaquah’s rules for Public Notification and required by Sections A12 and B14a of the Checklist.  It seems that 

ISD is doing everything it can to make it as difficult as possible for the general public to get information about 

this proposal. 

 

The comments below follow the outlines of the MDNS and Checklist documents. 

 

General  

 

MDNS Section 1. “The Contractor shall prepare and operate the construction site under a Construction Impact 

Mitigation Plan.”  Since such a plan is not yet developed, how can its environmental impact, or purported lack 

thereof, be evaluated without it?  Easy answer – It can’t. 

 

MDNS Section 1b. “When possible…noisy activities will take place after 9:00AM.”  There is no commitment 

for an end time, so it will be just fine to run the bulldozers at 10:00PM creating a significant disturbance to 

nearby neighborhoods, right?  Furthermore, there is no commitment as to how this would be enforced, if at 

all.  This is not “mitigation.” 

 

Numerous other items in this section present no evidence of any actual environmental impact assessment or 

mitigation thereof. 

 

SEPA Environmental Checklist (hereinafter referred to as “Checklist”) Section A6.  “Proposed timing or 

schedule…”  In the first of countless demonstrations of ISD’s disregard for reality in both of these documents, 
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the response states, “Construction is anticipated to begin Spring 2021…”  No further comment is necessary 

here, other than to note the document is dated July 23, 2021. 

 

Checklist Section A8.  “List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be 

prepared, directly related to this proposal.”  The list of items includes two documents “to be prepared,” a 

“Sensitivity Analysis of School Boundary Changes,” and a “Landscaping Plan.”  Since neither of these plans 

have been prepared, how can they be evaluated for potential environmental impacts in order to conclude that 

they have no significance?  Answer – They can’t have been evaluated at all!  So before one gets past page 3 of 

the Checklist, the credibility of ISD’s work is already in serious question. 

 

Checklist Section A12.  [Provide the] “Location of the proposal.…Provide a legal description, site plan, 

vicinity map and topographic map, if reasonably available.”  As noted above, no site plan is included in either 

document; the vicinity map provided in the Checklist is obsolete; and no topographic map is included.  All are 

certainly “reasonably available” to ISD, but certainly not to the general public.  There is no excuse for them not 

being provided. 

 

Earth  

 

MDNS Section 4. “If contamination is revealed by testing, Ecology shall be notified.”  This is not a mitigation. 

 

Checklist Item B1f. “Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use?  The implementation of 

a “temporary sediment and erosion control plan (TESC)” does absolutely nothing for the environmental impacts 

of erosion during use.  Since nearly 70% of the site will become impervious surfaces, the total volume of 

stormwater being discharged from the site will be increased dramatically.  While the plans state extensively 

about how the rate of this discharge will be controlled to less than, or equal to, the current rate, there is no 

mitigation proposed for the increase in total volume being discharged.  You don’t have to be a hydrologist to 

know that there are two components of soil erosion by water – flow rate and total volume.  Since the totality of 

this stormwater discharge will ultimately enter Laughing Jacobs Creek (home to spawning grounds of the 

endangered Kokanee Salmon) erosion of the creek-bed will be increased dramatically.  There is no mention of 

any mitigation of this issue nor of the resulting environmental impacts to the creek anywhere in either 

document. 

 

Air  

 

Checklist Item B2a. “What types of emissions to the air would result…during construction, operation…when 

the project is complete?”  “If any, generally describe and give approximate quantities if known.”  While some 

of the sources of emissions are described, no quantities are provided.  Further, the emissions from the burning 

of natural gas to heat the buildings during operation, are not even recognized in this section.  Thus, the 

environmental impacts of these emissions cannot be determined from the information provided and, therefore, it 

cannot be demonstrated that they are of “Nonsignificance.”  Fumes from construction equipment, school busses 

and student, staff and parent trips to, on and from the once-built facility will unquestionably impact residents in 

the immediate vicinity of the proposed development as will the greenhouse gas emissions from the buildings.  

 

Checklist Item B2c. [Describe] “Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to the 

air.”  ISD’s answer claims that, “After construction, no idling will be allowed in the queue for student pick-up 

and drop-off (a practice in place at other ISD schools and enforced by on-site staff).”  No data is presented to 

demonstrate the efficacy of this supposed practice and its enforcement by on-site staff is highly suspect.  Once 

again, the absence of environmental impacts is not demonstrated. 

 

Water 
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MDNS Section 11. “Protect existing trees surrounding Wetland B with a minimum of a 50-foot buffer.”  Since 

approximately 70% of the site will become impervious surfaces and all stormwater from these surfaces is to be 

collected on site and properly treated to “enhanced standards,” the natural surface water irrigation of the entire 

buffer areas surrounding the site (not just around Wetland B) will be disrupted and significantly reduced.  This 

puts the vegetation in these buffers at a much higher risk of die-off from lack of sufficient water.  No 

recognition of this issue, let alone mitigation of it, is mentioned anywhere in these documents.  The 

environmental impacts of these circumstances demand evaluation.  

 

Checklist Item B3a1. “Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site…?”  The 

Checklist properly mentions that “The site is 2,000 feet from Laughing Jacobs Lake…”  What it fails to 

acknowledge is that Laughing Jacobs Lake is the headwater of Laughing Jacobs Creek (the aforementioned 

home to spawning grounds of the endangered Kokanee Salmon) and that the stormwater collected from the 

north end of the proposed development is to be diverted into the City of Sammamish stormwater system, this 

portion of which, empties into Laughing Jacobs Lake.  It also fails to acknowledge (here or anywhere else in 

either document) that the stormwater collected from the south side of the development ultimately discharges 

through an outflow culvert, onto the surface of the ground, to a hillside on Providence Point property, then 

down that hill and into Laughing Jacobs Creek and ultimately into Lake Sammamish.  As noted above (under 

Checklist Item B1f), the amount of erosion caused by the increased volume of water flow over this surface, and 

the increased volume coming from Laughing Jacobs Lake, will be substantial and will have a significant 

adverse impact on the downstream water quality of Laughing Jacobs Creek and the Kokanee spawning 

grounds.  Once again, no environmental evaluation or mitigation of these impacts is presented in either 

document. 

 

Checklist Item B3a4.  “Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions?”  The answer given 

in the Checklist is an unequivocal “No.”  This is simply not true.  As noted above under MDNS Section11 and 

Checklist Item B3a1, surface stormwater from nearly 70% of the site is proposed to be withdrawn and diverted 

into an on-site drainage system instead of filtering into and over the surface as it currently does.  This diversion 

will starve the buffer areas surrounding the proposed site of the water they currently get from natural surface 

water and put the vegetation in them at high risk of die-off.  Ignoring this issue, as the Checklist does, further 

demonstrates ISD’s disregard for accurately assessing the environmental impacts of this proposal and 

contributes to the overall lack of credibility in the claim of Nonsignificance. 

 

Checklist Item B3c1.  “Describe the source of runoff (including stormwater)…”  While ISD’s answer describes 

the systems of collection and discharge in some detail, it only states the claim that “the systems are designed to 

treat water to an enhanced level and match runoff rates to that of a pre-developed, forested condition for 

discharge.”  As stated above (Checklist Item 1f and Checklist Item B3a1), there are two factors which 

determine the impacts of water runoff on erosion – flow rate, and total flow volume.  There is no mention of 

any mitigation of the increase in total stormwater flow volume that will result from the dramatic increase in 

impervious surface on the site.  The lack of environmental impact analysis of this situation is further evidence 

that ISD’s Determination of Nonsignificance is fatally flawed. 

 

Checklist Item B3d.  [Describe] “Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground and runoff 

water…”  ISD’s answer repeats the claim noted in Item B3c1 above that, “the systems are designed to treat 

water to an enhanced level and match runoff rates to that of a pre-developed, forested conditions.”  However, it 

adds the claim that this is “an improvement over existing site conditions,” which it certainly is not for two 

reasons: 1) It dramatically increases the total volume of stormwater being discharged into Laughing Jacobs 

Creek which will increase the erosion of the creek bed, and 2) It disrupts an essential portion of surface water 

currently hydrating the vegetation in the buffers surrounding the site, placing them at risk of future die-off.  

 

Plants 
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Checklist Item B4b. “What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered?”  ISD’s answer states in 

part that “Many existing trees and ornamental plants will be removed…”  “Many” is a significant 

understatement, when 77% of the existing trees are slated for removal.  Furthermore, the answer states, “New 

landscaping will…meet the City of Issaquah requirements for replacement trees.”  Another patently false 

statement since Checklist Section A10 shows that an Administrative Adjustment of Standards has been filed for 

“Tree Retention Requirement Reduction.”  Additionally, even though Checklist Section A8 states that a 

Landscape plan is “to be prepared,” we have seen what must be a preliminary plan, not referenced in Checklist 

Section A8, that shows that tree replacement will be from four to ten foot “nursery stock” which will take 

decades to mature to the point of the existing trees.  This replacement plan also violates Issaquah’s stated tree 

canopy goal.  In short, none of this qualifies as mitigation.  

 

Checklist Item B4d.  “[Describe] Proposed landscaping …[and] measures to preserve or enhance vegetation 

on the site, if any.”  ISD’s answer states, “New landscape plants in accordance with Issaquah Municipal Code 

will be provided…”  This is yet one more blatantly false statement, since as noted above under Item B4b, 

Checklist Section A10 shows that an Administrative Adjustment of Standards has been filed for “Tree 

Retention Requirement Reduction.”  The answer goes on to claim that, “…while not required by code, the 

Project will include additional buffering along the north and west property boundaries.”  Since there is no site 

plan provided with the MDNS or the Checklist as recommended by Issaquah’s rules for Public Notification, and 

required by Sections A12 and B14a of the Checklist, it is impossible to tell what this really 

means.  Furthermore, even if this new promised additional buffering is actually delivered, it will be of little use 

without irrigation since the natural surface water irrigation of the area will be totally disrupted by the collection 

of all stormwater from the impervious surfaces being added to the site, which has been noted at length above in 

responses to MDNS Section 11, and Checklist Items B3a4 and B3d.  The promises in this section represent 

totally inadequate mitigation for the destruction of 77% of the existing trees on the site. 

 

Animals 

 

Checklist Item B5a.  “List any…animals which have been observed [or are known to be] on or near the 

site…”  While the answer to this question is fairly comprehensive, three species have been left out which are 

well-known to anyone familiar with the site: coyotes, bobcats and the occasional black bear.  However, no 

mitigation is even mentioned regarding the loss of habitat for these, and the other animals listed.  Particularly in 

the case of deer, coyotes, bobcats and bears, they will be driven off this site and into the surrounding areas 

increasing the negative impacts on those areas.  These impacts include actual danger of physical harm to pets 

and humans, particularly from the coyotes, bobcats and bears, notwithstanding the nuisance factors involved 

with deer.   

 

Checklist Item B5b.  “List and threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site.”  ISD’s 

answer states, “…the project discharges into Laughing Jacobs Creek which is known to contain Kokanee and 

Chinook Salmon.”  This is another example of an incomplete answer.  The stormwater from the north end of the 

site will discharge into the City of Sammamish stormwater system which flows into Laughing Jacobs Lake 

which is the headwater of Laughing Jacobs Creek.  The increase in total volume of stormwater entering this 

lake, combined with the increase in volume from the south end of the project, will increase the amount of 

erosion in the Laughing Jacobs Creek creek-bed, thus further endangering these threatened fish.  As above, no 

mitigation for these impacts is provided.  

 

Checklist Item B5d.  [Describe] “Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any.”  The answer to 

this question is misleading at best, and at worst a fabrication.  Measurements of “preserved” land are, clearly 

deliberately, given in square feet to make these areas seem much larger than they really are.  In actual fact, 

nearly 70% of the property will become impervious surface, in ISD’s terms, that’s approximately 1,243,800 

square feet.  Hardly comparable to their 51,000 sqft of saved area around Wetland B, and 188,000 sqft of “tree 

save area.”  This is not mitigation. 
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6

 

Furthermore, ISD’s answer to this item, goes on the say, “…flow control is provided to match runoff rates from 

the developed site to a forested condition.”  Once again, ISD tells only half the story.  There is no control over 

the total volume of stormwater leaving the site, which is the second critical factor in assessing erosion risk as 

has been described several times in comments above. 

 

Energy  

 

Checklist Item B6c.  “What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans…”  In the current 

crisis state of greenhouse gas emissions in this country, it is simply inexcusable that no solar power usage is 

planned for this project.  The City of Issaquah prides itself on being an “environmentally friendly” city.  This 

entire project is the antithesis of “environmentally friendly” and the failure to utilize solar power is one of the 

most egregious examples. 

 

Furthermore, no definition or analysis of the adverse environmental impacts of the use of natural gas are 

presented in this entire section and there is no discussion of any mitigation for those impacts. 

 

Environmental Health and Noise  

 

Checklist Item B7a.  “Are there any environmental health hazards …”  ISD’s answer to this question, as is the 

case throughout these two documents, merely describes the elements of the proposed design (i.e., the “hazards 

that are likely to be present…”), no discussion of potential adverse impacts is given and there is no discussion 

of any mitigation for them. 

 

Checklist Item B7a1.  “Describe any known or possible contamination at the site…”  ISD’s answer to this 

question that there is, “…no know contamination on…the project site,” contradicts their own contention in 

MDSN Section 7, “Soils in the vicinity of the existing water tank shall be treated as lead contaminated…”  This 

contradiction only serves to cast further doubt on the credibility of this entire document. 

 

Checklist Item B7a5.  [Describe] “Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health 

hazards…”  ISD’s answer states, in part, “At project completion, the site would provide excellent access to all 

structures…”  This is simply false.  The site only includes a single primary access location and a single 

“emergency” entrance, both of which are accessed from 228th Ave SE, a corridor already over-crowded during 

peak travel periods.  Should an environmental emergency occur during peak travel times, emergency access will 

be severely compromised.  Once again, there is no mitigation, nor any alternatives, described for such a 

situation.  

 

MDNS Section 12.  “…amplified sound shall be prohibited between the hours of 10:00 PM and 8:00 

AM…”  There is no explanation of how this is to be enforced other than the placement of a “sign at the 

entrances to the stadium.”  Who is going to enforce this condition and what are the consequences of violating 

it?  None are described.  This does not constitute mitigation.   

 

MDNS Section 14.  “Required equipment tests…shall be limited to 7:00 AM through 6:00 PM Monday through 

Friday…”  As noted above, there is no plan provided as to how this time limit will be enforced or the 

consequences of violating it.  

 

Checklist Item B7b2.  “What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the 

project?”  ISD’s answer regarding short-term impacts during construction only describes the types on noise 

created.  There is no mention of the hours during which it will be generated or the levels of that noise as 

requested in the question statement.; only that “noise levels will not exceed the levels allowed per IMC 
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18.07.136.” Once again, who is going to enforce this condition and what are the consequences of violating 

it?  No definition of any mitigation is presented.   

 

Furthermore, ISD’s statement also claims that “The District …has worked directly with neighborhoods on [the 

noise impacts of] other school construction projects and will do so here.”  If the District’s past behavior is an 

indication of their attitude toward working in good faith with neighboring property owners, which has been 

totally abysmal regarding this project, I have absolutely no confidence that they “will do so here.”  

 

Regarding long-term noise, the District claims that “All predicted noise falls below [the 57dBA 

limit].”  However, the data base for the National Acoustic Laboratory (https://noisedb.nal.gov.au/search/simple) 

shows that the average sound level for an American football game is 97dBA.  So, the issue remains, as has been 

raised several times above, who is going to enforce this restriction and what are the consequences of violating 

it?  Simply claiming that noise levels will fall “below the limit” is not mitigation. 

 

Checklist Item B7b3.  “[Describe] proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts.”  ISD answers and a 

rebuttal follow: 

i.  “Construction noise only to occur during approved City ordinance hours…”  No explanation is provided 

as to who is going to enforce this restriction.   

ii. “…rooftop noise barriers may be installed (emphasis mine) around mechanical units…”  No analysis of 

the effectiveness of this proposed solution is provided. 

iii. “   additional site buffer to the neighbors has been provided.”  As already discussed, several times above, 

these “buffers” will be worthless if not provided with augmented irrigation which has not been mentioned 

anywhere in either document.  Also, since no site plan is included in either the MDNS or the Checklist, 

how is the public supposed to know where such proposed buffers are even located? 

iv. “The District requirements for student drop-off and pick-up prohibit idling (with on-site staff 

enforcement).  This practice is employed currently at existing schools.”  No evidence is provided that 

demonstrates the effectiveness of this proposed practice.  Furthermore, no existing school in the District is 

located on a site that guarantees that all elementary children will require bussing or adult drop-off and pick 

up, making the resulting queues much longer than at “existing schools.”   

v. “The …grandstand…will face away from nearby properties …which may (emphasis mine) reduce crowd 

noise at nearby residences.”  First of all, as noted above, since no site plan is included in either the MDNS 

or the Checklist, how is the public supposed to be able to confirm this?  Secondly, because I happen to 

have such a site plan (which could easily have been provided by ISD with the MDNS and Checklist), I 

know that there is line-of-sight from the proposed grandstand’s bleachers directly into nearby residences 

immediately northwest of the site.  Secondly, since no analysis of this proposed “mitigation” is presented, 

there is no demonstration that it will be effective. 

vi. “…all public address systems on-site will comply with maximum permissible noise levels…Generator 

testing, and testing of other outdoor equipment, will be limited to 7:00 am to 6:00 pm Monday through 

Friday.”  Once again, no explanation is provided as to who is going to enforce this restriction, or whether 

it will even be effective. 

 

Land and Shoreline Use 

 

Checklist Item B8a.  “…Will the proposal affect current land uses on nearby or adjacent properties?  If so, 

describe.”  This question is totally ignored by ISD’s response.  The proposal will most certainly affect land uses 

“on nearby or adjacent properties.”  As will be discussed at length under the Transportation section, the amount 

of additional traffic generated by the site will have significant adverse impacts on nearby and adjacent 

properties by dramatically limiting access and egress to/from these properties, particularly during morning peak 
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traffic hours which coincide with school openings.  Furthermore, the inevitable noise and light pollution from 

the site will have adverse impacts on the use and enjoyment of those living on adjacent properties.   

 

Checklist Item B8l.  [Describe] “Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and 

projected land uses…”  ISD claims that “The proposed project is a permitted use in the current zone (CF-

F)…”  Just because it is a “permitted use” does not make it “compatible with existing land uses,” which it is 

most certainly not.  Issaquah Municipal Code (IMC), Section 18.07.480 “Community Facilities Standards” Part 

A states, “Purpose and Intent: The purpose and intent of requiring specific standards for community facility 

buildings and structures or land uses are: 1. Compatibility of Land Uses: Establish general standards regarding 

aesthetics, height, and other development standards for community facilities which will ensure compatibility of 

design, construction and scale, and minimize the impact of these facilities with surrounding uses.”   
 

No other high school, or its stadium, in the entire School District is located as close to two residential 

neighborhoods as this proposal is, let alone two senior living developments plus a senior health care 

facility.  The proposed high school is 54.5 feet high and would be on an existing hill, which will tower over 

neighboring residences, some less than 125 feet away.  School busses will pass back and forth within 75 feet of 

those same residences, up to four times every school day.  Noise and air pollution from the site will directly 

impact the neighboring communities daily during the school year and noise and light pollution will also directly 

impact them whenever the stadium is in use during nighttime hours. 

 

There is no amount of “mitigation” possible to relieve these conditions without redesigning the entire site, 

eliminating the stadium and/or elementary school altogether and re-siting the high school. 

 

Aesthetics  

 

Checklist Item B10a.  “What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s)…?”  As noted above, the 

proposed high school is 54.5 feet tall.  It is proposed to be situated on an existing hill compounding the visual 

impact on neighboring residences.   

 

Checklist Item B10c.  [Describe] “Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts…”  ISD’s 

response, “Buildings have been sited to minimize impacts to neighboring properties by constructing the high 

school near 228th and away from most neighboring residences…”  The facts tell a different story.  The back side 

of the high school building will contain garbage collection and other hardly “aesthetic” equipment.  The 

extreme southwest corner of the back of the high school building is located within 125 feet of a neighboring 

residence.  The southwest corner of the elementary school is approximately 225 feet from a three-story 

condominium building with nearly 40 residents, as is the “play area” with its attendant noise throughout the 

school day.  Furthermore, the area planned for the “future portables” at the elementary school is approximately 

180 feet from a second three-story condominium building with 40 residents.   

 

ISD’s response goes on to claim that “Additional buffering along the north and west property boundaries is 

being provided to further reduce any perceived aesthetic impacts of the site…. This additional buffering is not 

required under Issaquah’s Land Use Code but is being added voluntarily.to the project.”  First of all, as anyone 

who is remotely familiar with this site knows, the referenced boundaries are on the northwest and southwest 

sides of the site (just another example of ISD’s lack of credibility).  Secondly, as also mentioned above (under 

Checklist item B4d), even if this new promised additional buffering is actually delivered, it will be of little use 

without irrigation since the natural surface water irrigation of the area will be totally disrupted by the collection 

of all stormwater from the impervious surfaces being added to the site.  This fact has also been noted at length 

above in responses to MDNS Section 11, and Checklist Items B3a4 and B3d.  No irrigation for this buffer area 

is mentioned as mitigation in the MDNS or the Checklist.  Not only is there no mitigation mentioned but, if left 

unirrigated, the buffers will actually create a wildfire hazard.  As is the case throughout this Checklist, no 

descriptions of any alternatives are presented as required by RCW 43.21C.030. 
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Light and Glare 

 

MDNS Section 16.  “Light shall be shielded from direct line-of-sight from neighboring properties.  Athletic 

field lighting shall not cause spillover to the adjacent residential neighbors.”  This would do nothing about the 

unavoidable light and glare reflected off the field, parking structure, tennis courts, roadways, pedestrian areas, 

and school buildings, directly back into “neighboring properties.”  It also fails to address the lights from 

thousands of vehicles entering and exiting the facilities during dark wintertime mornings, as well as post-

activity evenings whenever the athletic field has been in use.  Furthermore, there is a four-story condominium 

building less than 200 feet from the proposed internal circulation road.  Vehicles exiting the drop-off/pickup 

route to the elementary school, as well as all busses exiting the site, would be aimed straight at it.  Both these 

circumstances make these impacts impossible to mitigate.  As usual, no descriptions of any alternatives are 

presented as required by RCW 43.21C.030.  

 

MDNS Section 17.  “Athletic field and track lighting shall be…turned off following the end of an event and 

otherwise no later than 10:00pm.”  Ditto the comments above under MDNS Section 16.  Additionally, there is 

no commitment made as to how the 10:00pm shut-off would be enforced. 

 

Checklist Item B11d.  [Describe] “Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts.”  ISD’s 

answer basically parrots that given in MDNS Sections 16 and 17 above.  To which I reference comments made 

under those sections.  However, they additionally claim that, “Light and glare produced from vehicle headlights 

on site driveways and parking lots will be mitigated through the proposed landscape buffers…”  I again point 

out the presence of a four-story condominium building less than 200 feet from the proposed internal access 

road.  Unless their “proposed landscape buffer” is to be irrigated, 40+ feet high, and completely opaque, which I 

seriously doubt, it would not provide the claimed mitigation.  Once again, no alternatives are presented as 

required by RCW 43.21C.030. 

 

Recreation 

 

Checklist Item B12a.  “What …recreational opportunities are in the immediate vicinity?”  ISD’s answer 

mentions, “There is a middle school approximately 1 mile north of the site that includes softball/baseball fields, 

and a football field with a track.”  What ISD’s answer conveniently leaves out is the fact that there is a District 

high school another mile up the road from that middle school.  Skyline High has a sports complex (recently 

renovated to the tune of 11 million dollars of taxpayer money) that could easily be used for interscholastic 

competitions.  This would eliminate the need for the proposed grandstand and other spectator amenities at 

Providence Heights while still leaving plenty of space for PE classes and practice facilities in addition to saving 

several million dollars in the process.  Not surprisingly, the District fails to mention this alternative anywhere in 

the MDNS or the Checklist, or provide any analysis of this alternative.  

 

Checklist Item B12b.  “Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses?  If so, 

describe.”  ISD’s answer, “No recreational opportunities would be displaced.” is simply one more outright 

falsehood about this proposed project.  For years prior to ISD’s taking of this property by force through eminent 

domain, Providence Point residents took great pleasure in recreating on the site, walking, jogging in safety on 

the “Loop Road,” running their dogs, picking blackberries, and bird-watching (often with their grandchildren) 

the many varieties of birds which inhabit the woods.  In fact, these opportunities have already been displaced, 

before a stone is even turned, since ISD has insisted on posting the property with “No Trespassing; Private 

Property” signs.  This, despite the fact that it’s actually public property, purchased with public funds.  Yet 

again, no impacts are evaluated, nor any alternatives proposed, to mitigate these losses. 

 

Checklist Item B12c.  [Describe] “Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including 

opportunities to be provided by the project…”  ISD’s answer, “The site would increase recreational 
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opportunities with the additions of …”  While this may be true for a very limited portion of the population, 

these additions come at a very steep cost, both financially, and environmentally as has been noted in numerous 

previous comments. No analysis of the adverse impacts of these additions, or alternatives to them, are included 

in either the MDNS or the Checklist documents. 

 

Transportation 

 

MDNS Section 19.  “ISD will discourage vehicle idling…”  This “plan” has already been addressed under 

Checklist Item B2c and, yet again, no analysis is presented to evaluate the impact of this supposed mitigation 

and no alternatives are suggested, nor has the absence of environmental impacts been demonstrated. 

 

MDNS Section 20.  “Construct improvements on 228th…”  This entire section is nothing more than a 

description of what is proposed.  The traffic impacts of these so-called “improvements” would be 

monumental.  There is NO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS and no suggested alternatives as 

required by law!  Furthermore, as of this writing, no Right-of-Way permit application has been made to the City 

of Sammamish for this construction.  It is flatly not possible for ISD to proclaim an MDNS when there is no 

permit application upon which an environmental impact analysis could be conducted in order to determine the 

significance of these impacts. 

 

MDNS Section 21.  “Construct a 6-foot sidewalk along site frontage…” which no parent in their right mind 

would allow their elementary school-aged child to use.  Once again, this is nothing more than a description of 

what is planned.  There is NO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS and no suggested alternatives as 

required by law! 

 

MDNS Section 22.  “Construct a 6-foot sidewalk…along the east site of 228th …” Ditto comment above under 

Section 21. 

 

MDNS Section 23 and 24.  “Signalize site driveway intersection…/Capacity improvements at SE 40th St/ 

”  Once again, these are nothing more than descriptions of what is proposed.  The traffic impacts of these so-

called “improvement” would be monumental.  There is NO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS and no 

suggested alternatives as required by law!  Furthermore, as of this writing, no Right-of-Way permit application 

has been made to the City of Sammamish for this construction.  It is flatly not possible for ISD to proclaim an 

MDNS when there is no permit application upon which an environmental impact analysis could be conducted in 

order to determine the significance of the impacts. 

 

MDNS Section 25.  “Establish a school-zone speed limit on 228th…”  And finally, as above, this is nothing 

more than a description of what is proposed.  Far from improving anything, implementation of this action will 

increase traffic congestion both through the area of the site and for significant distances north and south of 

it.  There is NO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS and no suggested alternatives as required by 

law!  Furthermore, as of this writing, no Right-of-Way permit application has been made to the City of 

Sammamish for this construction.  It is flatly not possible for ISD to proclaim an MDNS when there is no 

permit application upon which an environmental impact analysis could be conducted in order to determine the 

significance of the impacts.  

 

MDNS Section 26 through 28.  “Develop a construction management plan/transportation management 

plan/school event plan…”  Since no plans have been developed, how can it possibly be determined that they 

will have no significant environmental impact?  Easy answer – It can’t! 

 

Checklist Item B14a.  “Identify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area…Show 

site plans, if any.”  ISD’s answer only mentions 228th Avenue SE. and, obtusely, SE 43rd Way.  Numerous other 

streets serve the “affected geographic area,” and will be profoundly affected by the increase in traffic generated 
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by this proposed development.  They include: SE 40th St., 230th Pl SE., SE 37th St., and 234th Ave. SE, all of 

which will suffer from significant traffic cutting through the Sammamish Highlands community attempting to 

avoid the congestion on 228th.  Other streets serving the affected area include: SE 43rd Pl, Providence Point 

Drive SE, Providence Point Pl SE, SE 35th St., SE 32nd St., SE 30th St. and Issaquah-Pine Lake Road 

SE.  Ignoring the traffic impacts on these streets is an egregious failure of the MDNS.  The City of 

Sammamish’s traffic consultant is on record as predicting that the intersections of 228th with SE 40th and with 

Issaquah-Pine Lake Road will fail under the proposed plan creating gridlock during peak travel times.  Yet as 

noted numerous times above, there is NO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS of these conditions 

presented in either the MDNS or this Checklist and no suggested alternatives as required by law!  Furthermore, 

as of this writing, no Right-of-Way permit application has been made to the City of Sammamish for this 

construction.  It is flatly not possible for ISD to proclaim an MDNS when there is no permit application upon 

which an environmental impact analysis could be conducted in order to determine the significance of the 

impacts. 

 

Lastly, while a site plan most certainly exists, and adding it to these documents is suggested by City code as 

well as having been requested by Providence Point counsel, and required by Section A12 of the Checklist, no 

site plan is included herein as also required by this section of the Checklist. 

 

Checklist Item B14d.  “Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads…?”  ISD’s 

answer once again fails the adequacy test for making any environmental determination.  As noted, several times 

above, their response is nothing more than a description of what is proposed and contains no environmental 

impact analysis and no suggested alternatives as required by law!  Furthermore, as of this writing, no Right-of-

Way permit application has been made to the City of Sammamish for this construction.  It is flatly not possible 

for ISD to proclaim an MDNS when there is no permit application upon which an environmental impact 

analysis could be conducted in order to determine the significance of the proposal’s impacts. 

 

Additionally, ISD’s assertion that their proposed sidewalk construction will, “create a pedestrian network to 

bring students to the site from the neighborhoods to the east of 228th” is absurd.  Anyone who has driven 

through this neighborhood (Sammamish Highlands) knows that the vast majority of it has no 

sidewalks.  Moreover, as noted above, no parent with any common sense would allow their elementary school-

aged child to walk along 228th, cross it regardless of the proposed “improvements’ at the intersection, then up 

the steep hill to the proposed school while mingling with teenage drivers accessing the site.  

 

Checklist Item B14f.  “How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project or 

proposal?”  While ISD’s answer does quote some estimates, they conveniently fail to quote the sum total 

(5,550) that would be generated daily each school day, plus an additional 1400 trips generated by “high 

attendance events in the evening.”  Once again, no impact analysis or alternatives are presented to justify a 

determination of Nonsignificance.   

 

Checklist Item B14h.  [Describe] “Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if 

any.”  The very first sentence of ISD’s answer, “The project will pay transportation impact fees to the City of 

Issaquah…” is: 1) a clear admission that there are indeed significant transportation impacts that would result 

from the proposed project; 2) sorely incomplete, since a significant share of these impacts will be felt by the 

residents of the City of Sammamish; and 3) not an adequate substitute for actually mitigating the obvious 

impacts themselves, which is basically impossible.  

 

The remainder of ISD’s answer to this question is simply another version of a description of the proposed 

development.  This, as has already been noted several times above, contains no impact analysis or alternatives 

to justify a determination of Nonsignificance.  There is no mention of the impacts on Issaquah-Pine Lake Road, 

its intersection with 228th, or on the Sammamish Highlands neighborhood. 
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Furthermore, the last three bullet points in their answer are to “Develop a construction management 

plan/transportation management plan/school event plan…”  Since these plans are not yet developed, it is 

impossible to analyze their potential impacts or available alternatives.  As such they cannot be used as 

justification of an MDNS.  

 

Transportation Summary 

 

In short, both the MDNS and the SEPA Environmental Checklist are essentially totally absent of any 

transportation-related environmental impact analyses, effective mitigations, or alternatives as required by RCW 

43.21C.030.  Additionally, there has been no ROW permit application made to the City of Sammamish for any 

of the proposed construction on 228th Ave. SE.   

 

This section alone should serve to nullify the unjustified Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance and 

demonstrate the necessity for a Determination of Significance.  

 

Public Services 

 

Checklist Item B15b.  [Describe] “Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if 

any.”  ISD’s answer includes the claim that, “…site fencing…and landscaping are designed to …[provide] 

onsite visibility for safety.”  As is true throughout the MDNS and the SEPA Environmental Checklist 

documents, the facts are significantly different than the claims:  1) There is no perimeter fencing in the 

proposed plan.  The absence of such places the adjoining neighborhoods at a much higher risk of intrusion from 

the school site by anyone and would then result in increased responses required of the police;  

2) The amount of increased traffic resulting from the proposed development would greatly hamper a response 

by police and/or fire departments to an emergency situation on the project site or in one of the surrounding 

neighborhoods should it occur during peak traffic periods;   

3) The very close proximity of the high school to the elementary school will put small children in the same 

vicinity as teenaged drivers, risking potentially serious consequences; and  

4) The aforementioned significant reduction in surface water irrigation to the vegetation in the buffer areas 

would easily cause die-off of that vegetation resulting in a serious wildfire hazard. 

As is the case throughout these documents, there are no analyses or alternatives presented to demonstrate 

mitigation of these impacts of the proposed project. 
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Sierra Carson

From: bill@billhickman.com

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 8:15 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us; bill@billhickman.com

Subject: Comments on Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) 

Attachments: SEPA Response  Letter Final.docx

August 20, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, though, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant and are either not addressed or mitigated in the MDNS.  My concerns are: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  Further, removal of the extensive root system supporting the tree canopy will dramatically increase the 

groundwater runoff.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under 

WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  The language indicates that your 

proposed action to deal with contamination is to simply notify ecology.  What specific steps will you take if contamination 

is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague and unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use 

of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  
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Thank you. 

 

Bill Hickman 

22569 SE 45th ST 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

 

Phone number 425-419-7047  

 

Bill Hickman 

Trainer/Speaker/Coach 

www.billhickman.com 

bill@billhickman.com  

425-419-7047 

 

Simplifying Leadership – It’s Easier Than You Think! 
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Sierra Carson

From: Roberta Brown <brownrs@plu.edu>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 4:52 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Comments on the ISD SEPA checklist and MDNS

Attachments: Comments ISD SEPA  MDNS  Roberta Brown.docx

Dear Cristina, 

I again want to thank you for the fine advice you gave me and transparency in our phone 

conversation some months ago. Your underlining the importance of considering applications in 

light of the Issaquah Municipal Code, RCWs and WACs upon which all decisions are based, has 

been very helpful.    

As I’ve indicated in the attached copy of my comments sent to Tom Mullins, the SEPA checklist 

recently submitted by the ISD for construction at Providence Heights is intentionally deceptive 

and fraudulent, riddled with omissions and untruths. The MDNS itself is groundless, much of it 

simply being required construction procedures, not mitigation, and without any commitment to 

the listed actions. It ignores the IMC as well as directions for determining levels of significance. I 

believe that a DS and a full EIS in this case are essential.  

As you know, the City of Issaquah has a responsible role throughout the SEPA process, as the 

agency with leading jurisdiction. The process cannot be ignored, stating that this is simply a 

matter for the School District. The City can assume lead agency status and declare a DS at this 

point, or simply refuse permits based on the faulty MDNS and SEPA checklist.  I truly 

appreciate the delicate position you are in, and hope that my attached comments will provide 

some assistance during this process.     

With kind regards, 

Roberta Brown 
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August 20, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects  
Issaquah School District No. 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
 
Re: Comments on Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS) for the 
proposed New Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register 
No 202104221 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
As a resident of Issaquah, a parent and long-standing teacher in Washington, I have consistently 
supported public education throughout my adult life and have voted for every bond issue that 
has come before me, including the 2016 Bond. However, I am deeply troubled by the present 
MDNS determination and accompanying SEPA checklist on the subject proposal. Due to the 
enormity and complexity of this multi-building and sports complex extending over forty plus 
acres, due to the unavoidable impact of traffic on a main arterial thoroughfare, the significant 
canopy loss of mature forested parcels  (removal of 77% of trees), plans for extensive 
impermeable surfaces (including some 6 acres of asphalt for a road widening), and the fully 
acknowledged lack of full project need, I request that the Issaquah School District withdraw the 
draft MDNS and issue a Determination of Significance (DS), pursuant to WAC 197-11-360, and 
prepare an environmental impact statement (EIS). In doing so, the Issaquah School District will 
assure the many concerned parents and residents, including myself, that our children will in 
fact attend a safe school in an environment conducive to their health and well-being.   
 
The proposed Providence Heights development will cause significant adverse environmental 
impacts in several key areas. It is clear that the mitigation measures listed, even if revised to 
avoid their present deceptiveness and omissions, fall severely short of preventing significant, 
long-term adverse impacts to the immediate and nearby environment.  An MDNS can only be 
issued when the proposed mitigation measures will reduce the adverse impacts to the point 
that the adverse impacts are no longer significant: “If a proposal continues to have a probable 
significant adverse environmental impact, even with mitigation measures, an EIS shall be 
prepared.” WAC 197-11-350(2). The mere size and complexity of this project alone warrant an 
environmental impact statement. The context (location), and intensity of specific potential 
impacts, such as earthquake and landslide, to the proposed construction and adjacent 
properties, further indicate the indisputable legal obligation for issuing a Determination of 
Significance. 
 
The following analysis of the 28 mitigations listed in the draft SEPA Mitigated Determination 
document and its accompanying SEPA Environmental checklist is based on RCW 43.21C and 
associated articles in the Issaquah Municipal Code, as the primary permitting jurisdiction, which 
the responsible agent, Mr. Jacob Kuper, states his determination is based upon.  
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Of particular importance in this respect are the first three criteria listed in this Revised Code of 
Washington (RCW 43.21C): “c. Include in every recommendation or report on proposals for 
legislation and other major actions significantly affecting the quality of the environment, a 
detailed statement by the responsible official on: (i) the environmental impact of the proposed 
action; (ii) any adverse environmental effects which cannot be avoided should the proposal be 
implemented; (iii) alternatives to the proposed action. As the following analysis indicates, the 
responsible official has in fact ignored these very directions upon which he claims to base his 
conclusions.  
 
The following comments adhere to the order of the SEPA Mitigation document. 
  
MITIGATION MEASURES 
 
“This Mitigation Determination of Nonsignficiance is issued with the following conditions, which 
are recommended as conditions of project approval.”(My underlining)  It would be helpful to 
know why the author has chosen the term “recommended” rather than the more standard 
assurance, such as “shall be attached” as conditions for the Threshold Determination, as one 
finds in the MDNS for Middle School NO 6.  As stated, it appears that permits for the project 
could potentially be approved based on this MDNS, yet one or all of the listed conditions could 
be ignored by the applicant given that they are only recommended.  
 
General 
 
The ten measures (a-j) that the author states the CIMP shall address are in fact standard 
elements found in any basic Construction Management Plan (CMP). These measures are 
expected to be followed with all major construction projects, no matter the impact, and hence, 
do not qualify as “mitigation.” Furthermore, the list does not state how each of these measures 
will be caried out or enforced, which is the core of any CMP or CIMP, required for permitting. 
Nor does it adhere to RCW 43.21C, in that there is no mention of items i-iii as listed above. The 
truth is that a two-year major construction project on 40 acres immediately adjacent to a major 
arterial road and in the vicinity of Critical Areas, as defined by Issaquah City Code, is a 
Significant Action, calling for an EIS.   
 
Vegetated Buffer.  
 
According to the scholarly, reviewed article, “The Myth of Mitigation under NEPA and SEPA,” 
co-authored by Peter J. Eglick and Associates of Georgetown University Law Center, “Agencies 
typically generate such conditions (mitigation) in response to public comment and apart from 
the original project proposal. Such conditions are controversial because they allow agencies to 
proceed with proposed projects on the basis of mitigated conditions generated without the 
detailed studies and public involvement characteristic of the EIS process.”   
 
The two-sentence statement found in item 2 about a vegetated buffer along the north and west 
boundaries, illustrates the reasons why the authors of this article consider mitigation to be a 
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questionable process. Extending a required buffer by a few feet and planting a few shrubs or 
saplings, is an empty gesture in response to the enormity of the (unstated) environmental 
impact of this Major Action which will affect residents of the densely populated, immediately 
adjacent neighborhood into the unforeseen future.  Among the many significant landscape 
impacts are the loss of a mature tree canopy, significant stretches of adjacent asphalt and other 
impermeable surfaces resulting in a rise in temperature and pollution, aesthetic loss, and 
anticipated loss of property value. It begs all credulity to claim that the stated miniscule 
mitigation measure, adding a few feet of buffer, would serve to reduce the adverse impacts to 
the extent that the impacts are no longer significant, as required by WAC 197-11-350(2).  
 
Suggestion: In carrying out required RCW 43.21C.030 (iii): include a detailed statement on 
“alternatives to the proposed project,” the responsible official could consider the well 
substantiated alternative, which is to remove the proposed elementary school and the 
proposed stadium from the project. Cogent arguments have repeatedly pointed to the 
superfluous and unnecessary construction of these two structures, and to their violation of 
elements in Issaquah Municipal Code 8.07.480, Community Facilities Standards, that there must 
be a proven need. The removal of these two structures and accompanying readjustment of 
project design are the sort of mitigation that could, in fact, reduce the adverse impact of the 
project to the extent that the impact on neighbors and other elements of the environment is 
not deemed to be significant. It would also lend significantly to the health and well-being of the 
future students. Without such mitigation, however, a DS and accompanying EIS is essential.  
 
Earth   
 
This seemingly haphazard list of vague, non-committal intentions again fails to carry out RCW 
41C.030. It does not articulate what adverse impacts in the SEPA checklist are being referred to, 
what adverse impacts each is intended to reduce, or what alternatives could be considered.  
 
Item # 3.  It is not clear what in the Geotechnical Engineering Report will require mitigation, and 
what exact mitigation measures are planned. The SEPA checklist itself refers to the geotechnical 
report only once and very briefly, and only in the last sentence in the Earth category: “The 
geotechnical report and Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan outline additional controls that 
may be implemented on an as needed basis.” In reading the Geotechnical Report itself, as 
carried out and written by Associated Earth Sciences (AES), revised June 17, 2021, one finds 
that the proposed project is unmistakably a Major Action that entails the exact sort of complex, 
significant impacts and unknowns in the project construction phase, ongoing maintenance and 
control, that require a DS and EIS, and for which mitigation is not possible.  
 
In addition, the AES report is limited in that its scope covers only the 40 plus acres comprising 
the immediate project itself. Item B.1.d in the SEPA checklist asks: “Are there surface 
indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity?” The applicant response, that 
there are no indications or listing of unstable soils, is a gross untruth. The landslide map 
provided on the City of Issaquah Plan Annex, p. 13, published as part of the City of Issaquah 
Hazard Mitigation Plan (landslide map City_ of_ Issaquah_Annex) shows the presence of slopes 
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exceeding 40% immediately adjacent to the proposed project, thus prone to landslides.  A first 
is adjacent to the proposed emergency exit, on the north side of 228th Street/43rd Way. As 
indicated on the map, this slope is a downward continuation of the slope on the property 
requiring a retaining wall, and interrupted by 228th Street, making the entire slope several times 
larger than what is indicated in the AES report. In fact, when looked at from the perspective of 
this slope, much of the proposed school site comprises the upper section of a steep slope 
interrupted by 228th Street and extending down to the east.   
 
Even more discomforting, the landslide map indicates that the entire length of the south side of 
43rd Way, and an extended width along both sides of Laughing Jacobs Creek, is not only a 40% 
or greater slope (red in color) but has experienced SLIP landslides (purple in color) in the past. 
An onsite glance even by any untrained eye at the shape and number of fallen trees along the 
sheer drop-offs and inaccessibly steep slopes (all significantly beyond 40%) along Laughing 
Jacobs Creek in the vicinity of the planned water discharge site, show that minor slides occur 
regularly.  Both of these adjacent sites are in the immediate vicinity of the proposed school and 
clearly meet the City of Issaquah’s criteria for being Geological Hazardous Areas. An EIS in 
which a Critical Areas Evaluation and geotechnical engineering report and peer review are 
carried out, is essential for the project to move forward.   
 
I might add that during the recent Issaquah Community Planning & Development meeting of 
July 15, designed to get policy direction for the planned 2022 updating to the outdated Title 18 
land use code, Jim Johnson, consultant to the City of Issaquah, reported that most slides in 
Issaquah have occurred on slopes of less than a 40% incline, making it essential to correct this 
number to reflect use of Best Available Science. He also stated that due to the unique landslide 
challenges of the hills in the city, just having a geotechnical engineer report is not adequate, 
that a full geotechnical review is necessary. Such a review would, I believe, be carried out in an 
EIS, the present AES report seeming to fit his definition of a more limited engineering report.    
 
Added to the importance of having such a full review is the fact that the plan proposes   
Laughing Jacob’s Creek to serve as the sole location for stormwater discharge runoff. “The 
downstream conveyance systems will convey this runoff to the existing discharge location in 
Laughing Jacobs Creek.” (SEPA Environmental Checklist, 3. C.1) A landslide (occasioned by 
increasingly likely monsoon rains resulting from climate change) or from an earthquake (a fault 
located just to the north of this location) could easily result in the complete infill of Laughing 
Jacobs Creek, blocking all stormwater egress from the proposed project. It is just such rains as 
we are now experiencing that will call for an increase in release of stormwater runoff, catch 
basins and detention systems likely being completely filled, as well as in those in any alternate 
means of water run-off in Sammamish. And, to add to further concern, the issue of silt run-off 
into Lake Sammamish needs consideration, Laughing Jacobs Creek being one of the five major 
and named creeks in Issaquah, all of which flow directly into Lake Sammamish and which 
contains spawning habitat for the endangered Kokanee salmon.    
 
This concern alone, for which mitigation is not possible, is sufficient to trigger the dire need for 
a DS and EIS, particularly when over 1,000 children are involved. According to guidelines in 
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WAC 197-11-330.3, Threshold Determination Process, and the SEPA handbook: “An impact may 
be significant if its magnitude would be severe, even if its likelihood is not great;” “Even one 
significant impact is sufficient to require an EIS;” “Several marginal impacts when considered 
together my result in a significant adverse impact.”   
 
The remaining items pertaining to Earth, 4 through 7 in the MDNS, are too vague, non-
committal, and incomplete to comment upon.  Again, they fail to fulfill the requirements for 
describing and determining a MDNS and offering alternatives, as stipulated in RCW 43.21C.  
 
Suggestion: As stated above, removal of the unneeded elementary school and accompanying 
access roads, and removal of the excess stadium with its added parking requirements, 
accompanied by some redesign and land use adjustments, could result in considerably more 
permeable surface and the retention of wetland C, reduce concern about the hazards of 
stormwater run-off, and possibly allow the project to proceed, should the EIS show this 
suggested possibility to be scientifically supported.    
 
Water 
 
Items 8 and 9 in this section of the MDNS again appear to be the normal, required measures 
and management of any Major Action construction plan such as is proposed here. No 
description of what makes them mitigation measures, what impacts have triggered the 
requirement for mitigation, or how that mitigation will be met as required by RCW 43.21C, is 
provided. 
 
Item 10 raises the controversial proposal to eliminate wetland C.  Given the hazardous nature 
of Laughing Jacobs Creek as explained above, the planned elimination needs more careful 
consideration and review. According to IMC 18.10.720, category iv wetlands “may be altered if 
mitigation is provided to demonstrate no net loss of functions or values.” The purchase of 
credits from East Lake Sammamish Mitigation Bank for offsite mitigation to Wetland C does not 
result in “no net loss of functions or values.” As discussed with the plan for buffer above, this 
purchase of credits does not come close to offsetting the environmental impact of filling in and 
eliminating what turns out to be a wetland of significant value in helping to avoid a critical 
geological hazard (through added permeability and stormwater retention) and in preserving 
endangered species. Finally, the provision of mitigation to an offsite location, another creek on 
the Issaquah valley when there is so very much immediate impact of the proposed project, 
makes this transfer, should the wetland be eliminated, unconscionable.   
 
Item 11. No description is offered for why the stated “retention of existing trees surrounding 
Wetland B with a minimum of a 50-foot buffer” is considered a mitigation and for what it is 
mitigating. The mitigation measure described is questionable as well. According to the ISD 
request for Modification of Tree Retention Requirements (AAS) on the property of March 3, 
2021, “the majority of significant trees to be retained are: located within previously 
undeveloped areas… located on existing slopes greater than 20%, adjacent to and surrounding 
the existing wetland and associate buffer….”  In other words, the trees by wetland b are already 
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accounted for in the AAS.  Given the acknowledged dearth of required total trees in the 
proposal, it is not possible to treat some of these trees as “extras” over code requirement that 
could thus be used for mitigation purposes.   
 
Before concluding my comments to this section on water, I would like to comment on the 
following two related items in the SEPA checklist itself: 
 
Water a. Surface Water: 1) “Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of 
the site (including year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? In the 
response to this question, the applicant lists the two wetlands and Laughing Jacobs Lake, but 
not Laughing Jacobs Creek, unless he is underhandedly obfuscating it in the following statement 
in the SEPA report about the “nearest stream (which) is 800 ft southeast from the parcel and is 
unnamed.”  Laughing Jacob’s Creek is classified as a class 1 creek and must be named here as 
well as Lake Sammamish into which it flows. I find this possibly intentional omission to be a 
case of gross negligence on the part of the lead agency. 
 
One might also note that in the Checklist, Wetland C which is slated for elimination is over six 
times the size of wetland B, proposed for retention. And with regard to wetland B, design plans 
call for the eventual installation of a cell tower clearly within 200 feet of Wetland B.  This 
installation is absent from item 3.a.2 in the checklist: “Will the project require any work over, 
in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the described waters?”      
 
Environmental Health and Noise 
 
None of the three items (12-14) listed in this section provide any explanation for what they are 
intended to mitigate or how they will be enforced.  
 
Item 12. Of significance in addressing this item is “Section 7, Environmental Health, section b. 
Noise” in the SEPA checklist. According to this section, conclusions in the checklist and (as 
applied) in the MDNS are based on the Noise Study prepared September 2, 2020, and the draft 
addendum dated June 4, 2021, by Greenbusch Group, Inc. for Bassetti Architects, the 
designated architects for the proposed project. In consulting these studies, one finds the 
statement, “A separate study was issued for the football stadium in that there is an additional 
study of noise at the football stadium in October 2019.” This separate study is not available 
anywhere among the on-line documents provided by ISD related to the project. One cannot 
help but wonder if the on-line absence of this study, so very salient to noise concerns, is 
intentional.  
 
To make matters worse, section b, Noise, in the SEPA checklist, states: “The applicable sound 
level limit is 57 dBA. All predicted noise (including noise generated by events at the stadium) 
falls below that limit.” The statement goes on to say, “Predicted noise levels, according to the 
Noise Study prepared by The Greenbusch Group are as follows:” In the table referred to in the 
table that follows, the nighttime event sound levels are stated to be between 27 and 41dBA. 
The claim that this prediction includes noise generated by events at the stadium appears to be 
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 7 

an outright lie. The stadium was not included in the Greenbusch Group study. It is common 
knowledge that an event such a football game generates more than 27 to 42 dBA, as stated in 
the table. A normal conversation generates 50 dBA and a refrigerator, 45 dBA.   
 
As was the case with the avoidance of naming Laughing Jacobs Creek mentioned above, it 
appears that this omission of data, such as the football noise study, is a case of gross 
negligence, as well as an intentional deception. 
 
One final comment. When considering noise impact, it is the sum of all ambient noises that 
needs to be considered. The Greenbusch Group makes exceptionally clear that its study does 
not include the sum total of all noises during varying times throughout a typical day, including 
practicing bands, outdoor recreation, children at recess, delivery trucks, or evening events such 
as football games.  Taken together these will undoubtedly have a significant impact on 
neighboring residents.       
 
Light and Glare 
 
Items 16 and 17 in the MDNS vaguely refer to a few items in the Issaquah Municipal Code for 
Alternate Maximum Exterior Light Levels for Outdoor Recreation (18.07.107.E.4. f and I.) Once 
again, there is no explanation for what the adverse impact being addressed by mitigation is, for 
how this will impact will be mitigated, or for how it will be enforced. Letting mere referral to 
code stand in for statements of mitigation, as we see here, is groundless.  One can assume that, 
as with the buffer and stadium noise commented upon above, items 16 and 17 are intended to 
assuage adjacent residential concerns about outdoor lighting generated during dark hours by 
the proposed stadium, football field, and parking structure. An MDNS is not a propaganda tool. 
It is not intended to be a means for glossing over and whitewashing neighbors’ legitimate 
concerns.  
 
Item 11 in the SEPA checklist, Light and Glare, provide a number of such serious concerns, a few 
of which follow. 1) In response to 11 a., “What type of light or glare will the proposal produce, 
the applicant’s first four sentences are glib suppositions. 2) With regard to athletic field lighting, 
the applicant states, “These lights may be visible from neighboring properties, but no light spill 
is anticipated. IMC is significantly more specific about permitted light spill and shielding than 
this, and commitment to the specifics need to be addressed to show how the applicant will 
adhere to code. 3) Referral is made to a Lighting Study by TFWB Engineers for photometric 
analysis, but this study is not available for viewing. As with the missing noise study for the 
stadium and football field mentioned above, has this study also possibly been removed or not 
included by intention?  4) In response to item 11 d, the applicant states, “Athletic field and 
track lighting will be…turned off following the end of a game or event and otherwise be turned 
off no later than 10pm. (My underlining) According to IMC 18.07.107.E.4. i.3: Event Lighting: 
“The main lighting shall be turned off as soon as possible following the end and at no time 
longer than thirty (30) minutes following the end of the event. A low-level lighting system shall 
be used to facilitate patrons leaving the facility, cleanup, nighttime maintenance and other 
closing activities. The low lighting system shall not exceed the maximum level for the location 
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as determined by Table 18.07.107.E1, Outdoor Lighting Standards.” (According to the table, this 
is five footcandles.) Given this code, the reply to SEPA item 11.d is inadequate.  
 
These are only a few of the many legitimate concerns with regard to lighting that have been 
glossed over or ignored and which would be addressed in an EIS. 
 
It should also be added that, according to IMC 18.07.107 A.d:  “A Lighting Plan shall be 
submitted with all development proposals.  It shall include specific lighting areas, lighting type, 
intensity, spacing, height of fixtures, provisions to minimize glare and light spillover to 
neighboring properties.” A plan such as this, if made, is not available on the on-line application 
documents provided by either ISD or the City of Issaquah.  
 
Transportation 
 
To my knowledge, an application for a required road Right of Way (ROW) has not yet been 
submitted to the City of Sammamish. Until it is submitted, along with supporting studies and 
other required documents, including impact studies, there is inadequate information by which 
to discern or comment upon items 19 through 28.  I might add that most of these items are 
standard building and school zone policy, so are not appropriate for mitigation.   
 
Conclusion  
 
As these comments indicate, virtually none of the listed mitigations in the MDNS can be 
considered mitigations. Not only are many of them incomplete and/or out of compliance with 
code stipulations for describing a mitigation in a MDNS, they are not sufficient to offset the 
environmental impact for which they are designed. “If a proposal continues to have a probably 
significant adverse environmental impact, even with mitigation measures, an EIS shall be 
prepared.” (WAC 197-11-350) One of the many reasons for this insufficiency is that the project 
is simply too large and complex and involves too many structures for the limited and unsuited 
expanse of land for which it is intended. It may be the assumption of the ISD that the 
document, along with permits, will be rubber stamped. However, as a member of the Issaquah 
Environmental Board recently stated at the recent Joint Meeting of July 22: All applicants need 
to be treated the same. This includes schools.” As a parent and engaged citizen of Issaquah, I 
ask that the Issaquah School District, out of concern for the generations of children and 
residents who will be impacted by this highly visible and complex project, be held accountable. 
The need for a Determination of Significance with accompanying Environmental Impact 
Statement is indisputable.  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft Determination of Nonsignificance. 
 
Roberta Brown 
22719 SE 43rd Ct 
Issaquah, WA 
brownrs@plu.edu 

mailto:brownrs@plu.edu
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Sierra Carson

From: William Miller <miller4g@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, August 4, 2021 3:35 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth; dpyle@sammamish.us

Subject: Comments on the MDNS and SEPA Environmental Checklist for the ISD new school 

proposal

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

To: Tom Mullins  

Director of Capital Projects  

Issaquah School District No. 411  

5150 220th Avenue SE, Issaquah, WA, 98029 

From: William Miller 

4105 220th Pl Se 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

As a resident of Providence Place, here are my comments which express my strong  disagreement with the 

false environmental determination of impact stated in the Issaquah School District (ISD) draft Mitigated 

Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) issued July 27, 2021 for the ISD proposal on the former Providence 

Heights school site. My comment result after a review of the MDNS and the SEPA Environmental Checklist. 

Comments are sent to ISD (mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu) and also to the City of Issaquah 

(cristinah@issaquahwa.gov) and the City of Sammamish (dpyle@sammamish.us). 

A full “Environmental Impact Statement” (EIS) should be required on the proposed project which (1) has 

excessive size that has not been justified (remote learning 2 days per week would reduce size up to 

40%),  (2) would create excessive new vehicle traffic from the estimated 5500 new daily vehicle trips on 

228th Ave. S.E. polluting the air with toxic emissions from gasoline and diesel vehicles adversely impacting 

the environment and contributing to global warming ( all vehicles permitted on site should be required to 

be EV’s including all school buses and all other vehicles), (3) adequate specific traffic noise mitigation from 

new noise propagating into Providence Point raising the ambient noise level is not described ( traffic volume 

and speed on 228th Ave S.E. is already creating unsafe conditions), (4) vague conditions in the MDNS and the 

SEPA Environmental Checklist and false analysis don’t describe the need for mitigation of noise propagation 

onto the community of Providence Point including noise from vehicle traffic or school activities (strict 

regulations on the times of activities are needed with enforcement by police and walls as noise barriers 

should be erected), as an example there is a completely false statement in the SEPA Section 7 on 

Environmental Health (b) Noise on page 13 which is “Per the Noise Study prepared by the Greenbusch 

Group, Inc. there are no off-site sources of noise that will impact this proposal. The primary source of noise 

in the area is generated from vehicular traffic adjacent to the property” – false because the vehicular traffic 

is an off-site source of noise that should impact the proposal because the off-site noise will be significantly 

increased by this proposed project ( 5500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave S.E.), ( 5) excessive loss of 

trees (removal of 77% of trees is estimated ) that will adversely impact the environment, (6) project need is 
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overestimated (remote learning at 2 days per week would reduce size up to 40% and should be 

implemented).  

CONCLUSION: The proposed size and complexity of the project combined with the false analysis in MDNS 

indicate that an EIS is required for this project.  

I have a PhD in electrical engineering with a career of 50 years in product and business development, R&D, 

and management consulting to global companies in the US, Europe and China having also taught innovation at 

the University of Michigan Ross School of Business.  

There is a lack of innovative thinking in the proposal and MDNS which has not properly considered options and 
led to false analysis and conclusions 
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Sierra Carson

From: Fay Helmon <monnoe46@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 11:55 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah,wednet.edu

Cc: dpyle@sammamish.us; Cristina Haworth

Subject: comments

Mary Fay Helm0n 

3935 226th Place SE #310 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Providence Point Owner/Resident 

COMMENTS on Issaquah School District (ISD) draft SEPA Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) 

Overview.  This is a huge project that by its very size and complexity will have an enormous impact on the 

surrounding environment.  A 226,500 sf high school, a 71,300 sf elementary school, 2,567 combined students, 

225 staff plus a very long list of amenities such as a 1500 seat stadium and multiple sports fields present huge 

challenges for the environment and impact on neighbors and traffic.  The size of both schools will increase by 

the planned use of portables and an addition at the high school in a later phase. The current building phase 

must be squeezed into the 40.79- acre site with topographical challenges at the sacrifice of many mature 

trees.  The portables in the future will simply exacerbate the environmental issues by adding more students, 

more teachers, more cars, more buses.  These portables should not be included in the project. 77% of existing 

mature trees are scheduled to be removed from the site which will leave a large negative impact on the 

environment at the very time that climate change is having a greater impact on the planet.  For this and many 

other reasons listed below, this project should definitely require an EIS.  

Earth.  The MDNS indicated that there will be roughly 67% of the site covered with impervious area.  This is a 

significant increase over past use on the site and will have severe environmental consequences for drainage 

and water run-off/stormwater.   

Trees and Landscaping. Tree requirement reduction is being requested by ISD. More trees could be saved by 

eliminating the elementary school. The MDNS indicates that there will be a 77% reduction of large trees with 

most trees being saved along 228th Ave. and near Wetland B. The MDNS also states that “Numerous mature 

trees will be retained along all north, west, and south property lines as part of the tree save plans” and 

“Approximately 23 % of all the existing trees onsite will be maintained.”(page 10)  At 23%, it is hard to imagine 

that there will be “numerous nature trees” on the north, west and south property lines over and above those 

planned for the school entrance 228th Ave. and around Wetland B.  According to the MDNS, the landscaping 

plan is [yet] to be prepared (page 3) and there is no recent arborist’s plan. The only plan listed dates back to 

August 2020. (Page 3)  How can there be adequate evaluation of the effect on the environment without 

these?  In addition, ISD is seeking reduced standards for tree retention on site.  ISD announced trees plans in 

the MDNS as noted above, doesn’t add up.  Where are ISDs specific plans for tree retention?  Buffer areas 

range between 20 and 80 feet (page 11).  A buffer of 20 feet next to a residential area, provides no noise or 

sight mitigation, especially when new young trees are planted.  What is the commitment for mature trees in 

buffer areas next to residential neighbors?  Under #10 Aesthetics on page 16, it states that additional 
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buffering along the north and west property boundaries is being provided”.  What are the specifics of this 

buffering?   It’s already apparent that there won’t be many mature trees left to provide this.   

 

Water.  Why is there no mention of Laughing Jacobs Creek (LJC) here?    

 

Water Run off/Drainage/Animals 

Construction will increase runoff to LJC.  ISD states it will use an overflow system to keep additional storm 

water from going through Providence Point’s existing system and to help with overflow to Laughing Jacobs 

Creek.  Are IDS’s plan sufficient protection to LJC and the Kokanee Salmon?   “The site discharges to Laughing 

Jacobs Creek which is known to contain Kokanee and Chinook Salmon.”  While ISD mentions the Kokanee, 

there is no indication that it is aware of, or interested in the protection of this endangered species.  How will 

the success (or lack of) of protection measures be assessed to ensure that the measures mentioned on pages 8 

and 11 are working?   

  

Noise 

What types of noise exit in the area which may affect your project?  Answer None, that’s because neighbors 

currently live in a quiet peaceful place.  All the noise will move from the project to our peace and quiet. 

Likewise with sources of light.  

 

Public Services   

Will any part of the CCTV Camera Survelliance System be along the perimeter?  What type of site fencing is 

planned?  No details are given. I have previously asked for details on perimeter fencing and have received no 

answer. 

 

Transportation 

Transportation.   Mitigation measures are mentioned in the MDNS but don’t seem to address the impact of 

the 5,500 new daily vehicle trips (including 1,304 morning peak hour trips) caused by the two schools and the 

cars and buses for their students and staff. Two travel lanes in each direction and additional new turn lanes at 

the entrance will allow school traffic to turn, but will not mitigate the added traffic on 228th Ave.  Sidewalks 

will provide for pedestrian safety, but do nothing to help traffic congestion.  It appears that those who now 

use 228th Ave, including those who live close by, will be caught up in the horrendous increase in traffic and be 

slowed down by not just one school zone but two of them twice a day back-to-back to accommodate the two 

schools with different start and stop times.  Mitigation also does not address the added traffic burden on 

Issaquah Pine Lake Road nor the intersection where Providence Point Drive SE meets 228th/43rd.   It will be 

very difficult for cars to enter 228th at this intersection due to the increased congestion.  Additionally, IDS has 

no definitive plans for capacity improvements at the intersection of SE 40th and 228th Ave. only 

“options”.  Elimination of the elementary school would reduce vehicle trips by 1,410 daily trips which would 

be significant in reducing traffic on 228th Ave.  

 

Construction Impact Mitigation Plan (CIMP).   Construction mitigation relies to a degree on management plans 

not yet established and on future mitigation when the project is complete.  Of the measures listed, some seem 

reasonable, but these measures aren’t likely to fully materialize if they aren’t enforced.  Who will provide 

enforcement of the CIMP?   It is not appropriate for ISD to enforce their own promises.  Years of experience 

with ISD and this project have shown me that without outside enforcement, ISD will do whatever they want if 

they can.     

 

Given all of the above, an EIS should be required. 
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I also strongly advocate for the removal of the elementary school from this project.  This single step 

would  reduce the environmental impact of the project on all levels---save trees, less impact on air, water, 

aesthetics, noise, and the like.  Trying to construct two schools on a property that can barely support the high 

school and all of the associated sports facilities that are planned, was an unfortunate choice at a time when 

climate change is becoming more and more apparent every day and school enrollment may be undergoing 

change due to COVID.  For the sake of the planet, please consider removal of the elementary school. 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
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Sierra Carson

From: AKM <gorg12498@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, August 9, 2021 4:14 PM

To: Cristina Haworth; mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; dpyle@sammamish.us

Subject: Comments: SEPA MDNS - Issaquah School Bd.

Thank you for soliciting comments. 

It is impossible for any reasonable person to believe that a group that is permitted to write its own SEPA, and then 

determines it does not need to do a full EIS, is acting in good faith.  Your self-interest is rendered so transparent that I 

am skeptical that you will in fact perform many of the mitigation measures you propose unless kept under intense and 

constant scrutiny. 

 Here are examples of what such intense scrutiny might reveal: 

(Earth 4)  Unless there is regularly scheduled testing for contaminated soil, groundwater and “media,” the promise of 

testing only if “suspected, discovered or (actual)” is a hollow one. 

(Water 8-10)  Any removal of trees and vegetation, and their replacement with a hard surface, that does not follow the 

directions in a full EIS can only be haphazard. There will be no way to avoid an impact on the water table, water runoff, 

etc.    

(Transportation 19-28) Traffic along 228th St. today, and on most days, is often bumper to bumper.  At a few points, it 

is very difficult to enter.  In light of this obvious fact, the school will only make the problem considerably worse.   Here 

are a few reasons to consider the children. 

The day-to-day lives of schoolchildren will be significantly affected by their being caught in heavy traffic at the 

beginning and end of their school day.   They will be affected by the gridlock that will certainly occur as they travel south 

through Sammamish along 228th St.   

They will witness the inevitable quarreling among motorists trying to enter the property.   In certain seasons, 

they will be breathing gasoline fumes. Parents will not be deterred from “idling” by a sign or staff member who  will 

have to traverse quite a distance to discourage idling.  A cursory glance at the internet, a conversation with commuting 

parents,  reveal this is a problem in schools all around the country, and the placement of these schools on such a heavily 

trafficked road insures that the idling will occur well beyond the school grounds.  

“Sammamish’s ultimate plan for the street”   - there is no timetable for their widening the street, and we know 

they have issues they regard as more urgent, including removing the roundabout on Pine Lake Rd.   No.  I’m afraid the 

first class of kindergartners will be caught in that bottle neck for the foreseeable future. 

The children must either ride the bus or ride with parents.  There is no sidewalk, no pedestrian or biking 

alternative, to support them safely..  New housing is going up everywhere, but there is no way to walk to the new 

schoosl!  Some effort might have been made to coordinate with Sammamish to provide this healthy alternative.  So 

what exactly are the transportation options (27) you will educate parents about?  What beyond putting their children in 

motorized vehicles and into the gridlock do you intend to tell them about? 

It is, to be generous, an oversight to talk about peak hour trips without mentioning that 20% of the time (on 

Wednesdays), the children will be on a late start schedule and encountering drivers trying hard to avoid “peak hours” 

engagement with gridlock.   (By the way, it seems obvious that you are overlooking the hazard of bringing novice drivers 

- our teenagers - and hurried commuters - many of our parents - together with older drivers, some of whom already find 

the traffic and speeding by younger drivers a challenge. I think we can fully expect some “impacts” from the placement

of the school right beside a retirement community.)
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 I wish our children and their parents well, safe, and better served in the future. 

 

Arlene Marino 
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Sierra Carson

From: dphilipmiller0@gmail.com

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 8:22 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Determination of Nonsignificance for proposed schools at Providence Heights

Attachments: 8-21-2021 Ltr to ISD.pdf

See my attached letter 
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Sierra Carson

From: Andrew Bushkin <pands07@outlook.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 10:16 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Determination of Nonsignificance

Attachments: Letter to Issaquah School District 082021.docx

Please see our letter attached. 

Andrew and Patricia A. Bushkin 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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August 19, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No. 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 
Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  We support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, we have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  we offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of the proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will be taken if 

contamination is found?  

The means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: “discouraging” 

the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  The proposed plan calls for stormwater from the site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.  This impact would be a 

real problem for the many people who use 228th and S. E.  43rd Way and could well contribute to additional accidents.   

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Andrew and Patricia Bushkin 
4015 220th Place S. E. 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
 
cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 

mailto:mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu
mailto:cristinah@issaquahwa.gov
mailto:minnied@issaquahwa.gov
mailto:dpyle@sammamish.us
mailto:JElekes@sammamish.us
mailto:kmoran@sammamish.us
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From: Ruth A Peckarsky <peckarsr@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 2:31 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us; Mr. David Peckarsky

Subject: Development of Providence Heights Site

August 24, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School 

# 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public 

education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with 

the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss 

of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result 

in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of 

Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or 

groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What 

specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 

12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this 

condition shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances 

to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the 

added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s 

Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered 

Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 
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Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on 

this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential 

neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a 

Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before 

any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

  

Ruth and David Peckarsky 

4109 224th Lane SE  Apt. 201 

Issaquah WA  98029 

  

(420 802-3722 

  

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



1

Sierra Carson

From: anna kolousek <andula@comcast.net>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 4:04 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; 

dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us

Cc: moolara@me.com; maryejudd@msn.com; cynthia@provpoint.com

Subject: Draft MDNS for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17

August 21, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects  

Issaquah School District No. 411  

5150 220th Avenue SE  

Issaquah, WA 98029  

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah 
High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221.  

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed Draft Mitigated Determination of 
Nonsignificance. The following are our recommendations and comments:  

General (Recommended additions). 

1. CIMP with the proposed construction mitigation shall be available for review (in addition to the
Cities of Issaquah and Sammamish) to public upon request.

2. CIMP shall include plans for temporary fencing of vegetated buffers, protection of existing
trees in the buffers, and protection of trees around the wetlands during the construction.

Earth. 
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Ref.#4. “If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during 
construction… Ecology shall be notified.” What specific steps will you take if contamination is 
found? Specify.  
 
Water.  
 
Ref. #9.Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s 
Creek.This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered 
Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? How will you mitigate?  
 
Ref. #10.How many credits from ELSMB are required for offsite Wetland Mitigation of Wetlan C. Who 
will approve such mitigation credits? Specify.  
 
Ref. #11. Plan for tree protection around Wettland B shall be rquiered. (Recommended addition).  
 
Env. Health and Noise.  
 
Ref. #11. Any noise amplification system at baseball and softball fields shall be prohibited. 
(Recommended change).  
 
Transportation.  
 
Ref. #21, #22, #24. Sidewalk shall have landscape buffer of min. 3' from the face of street curb to 
buffer pedestrians from the roadway. (Recommended addition).  
 
Ref. #26 through #28. Who will review and approve these plans? Very imprecise way to address 
mitigation!  
 
Include mitigation measures for  using bicycles, bicycle lanes, bus transportation, car pooling, etc. 
Such measures could reduce the size of parking areas and increase the landscaping/vegetation on 
site, which would in turn reduce the environmental impacts.    
 
We believe that MDNS should be approved only if the mitigation of the significant impacts is specific 
and addresses thoroughly all potential impact.  
 
Cordially,  
Anna Kolousek and Peter Freund, MD  
 
3639 - 224th Pl. SE, Issaquah, 98029 (Providence Point)  
 
Mailing address:   
 
PO Box 1769, Oak Harbor, WA 9827  
 
e-mail: andula@comcast.net; andula@me.com; moolara@me.com  
 
cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; 
JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us;   
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Sierra Carson

From: Schelley Childress <smmchildress@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 11:07 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; 

JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us; Cristina Haworth

Subject: Draft MDNS

August 19, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   
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Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Schelley Childress 

4105 Providence Point Dr. SE, Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Judy Kelley <judithclaire01@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 2:45 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.webnet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; minnid@issaquahwa.gov; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised MDNS for the proposed Issaquah Hhigh School # 4 and Elementary 

School # 17, Ecologial SEPA Reg. # 202104221

 JUDITH C KELLEY  3650 225TH Pl. SE

 Issaquah, W 98029

(425 890=0739

judithclaire01@gmail.com

August 18, 2021

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects

Issaquah School District No. 411

5150 220
th
 Avenue SE

Issaquah, WA 98029

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221.

Dear Mr. Mullins,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples:

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-

11-794.

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found? 

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use 

of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.  
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Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s 

Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. 

Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228
th
 Ave. S.E. will have on this 

already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 

  

  

Judith C. Kelley 

  

cc:  cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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Sierra Carson

From: Carol Eldridge <caroleld21@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 22, 2021 1:12 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised MDNS for the proposed Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School 

#17, Ecological SEPA Register No. 202104221

 August 22, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 
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field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Carol Eldridge 

22523 SE 45th Lane 

Issaquah, WA  98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Judy Kelley <judithclaire01@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 3:13 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.webnet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; minnid@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised MDNS Iss High School & Elementary School Comment

Attachments: LtrDRMDSSchDist411.pdf

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Attached are my comments regarding the referenced draft for the proposed schools adjacent to the Providence 
Point 55+ Senior community.   

Please withdraw the MDNS and issue a Determination of Significance as well as an EIS prior to future action 
on your part. 

Respectfully, 
Judy Kelley 
Providence Point 
3650 225th PL SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
425-890-0739
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Sierra Carson

From: Arlene Marino <gorg12498@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 1:42 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) , Ecological SEPA 

Register No 202104221

August 23, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I have been in contact with you before, but am glad to have another opportunity to convey my dismay over the MDNS. and my 

concern for the children who will suffer unnecessarily because of the impact this project will have on their lives and the 

environment we will be leaving to them.    

Since I wrote to you last, I’ve thought something else through:  Almost certainly new families currently living south of 

Providence Point, and those moving into the rapidly expanding projects along the crowded corridor of 228th St., will want their 

children to attend the new schools.   It will limit the amount of time their children will spend in bumper to bumper traffic 

heading into and out of Issaquah.  What parent would want her/his child to endure such traffic going in the “wrong 

direction”?  I will support their petition when it comes, but I would like that probability to be acknowledged now.   Attendance 

is on the downswing and those children will have every right to go to a closer school.   Let’s be honest about traffic patterns 

now. 

Also, I decry the MDNS because it fails to acknowledge the impact on the tree canopy, Laughing Jacob, and wildlife.  On my 

walk yesterday, I encountered a familiar coyote near the fenced entry to the school property.  She held my gaze as she crossed 

onto her home territory.  The children won’t get to see her as they wait trapped in their idling buses and cars, but you will want 

to meet their gazes for decades to come.    

Rethink your position on the MDNS.  Don’t attach your names for posterity to something you may come to regard with 

shame.  Issue a Determination of Significance.  Let us have a full EIS before you move forward. 
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Thank you. 

Arlene Marino 

22035 SE 40th Ct. 

Issaquah 

  

  
cc:    cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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Sierra Carson

From: annl7777@aol.com

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 3:23 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; 

dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) -Comment

August 23, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance. 

As a citizen of Issaquah and resident on the border with Sammamish, I have concerns with the MDNS and am also very 
concerned with the lack of transparency reflected in the Issaquah School District’s attempt to avoid its responsibility to 
address many crowding, ecological and traffic issues. We expect better from ISD. 

1) 1 am concerned about the plan to squeeze a high school, an elementary school and a stadium onto a 40- acre site,
when Skyline High School just up the road is on a 50- acre site. The ecological impact of so much tree clearing, so many
impervious surfaces and increased storm-water run-off will be severe.

2) So many people in a confined space with only one entry/exit route will be asking for trouble in case 
of an emergency. I wonder if the Fire Department has been consulted about this plan.

3) The roads serving the site, 228th   SE and SE 43rd) are already quite busy, especially in commuting
hours, and the intersection of 228th and Issaquah-Pine Lake Road is quite congested.

4) This is not a walkable location since it is surrounded on three sides by senior communities
(Providence Point and Bellewood) and on the 4th by a very busy road (228th SE) and low- density
residential communities (Sammamish Heights and others).  Adding the required number of busses to
this mix will add to the problem, particularly because half of them, coming up from the valley, will be
climbing a 10% grade and then making a left turn into the site.

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn. 

Instead, a Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before 
any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Ann M. Lamb 
22426 SE Highland Lane, 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Phone number (206) 850-2095 
  
cc:   cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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Sierra Carson

From: Gail <theprestonpeddler@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 12:39 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; jelekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public 
education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the 
MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of 
significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a 
major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is 
required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater 
is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will 
you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: 
“…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be 
included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” 
Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, 
especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s 
Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee 
Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this 
already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a 
Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any 
further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Gail Chumbley 

4133 224th Lane SE, #113 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Phone number 425-208-1987 
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Sierra Carson

From: John Gorow <jgorow@aol.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 11:28 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

 I would like to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and routinely 

vote for school levies and bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The 
potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

• The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  I believe trying
to fit both an elementary school and high school on this site is not in the best interest of anyone.

• The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive
impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” 
for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794.

• Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or
groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What
specific steps will you take if contamination is found?

• Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s
Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered
Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance?

• Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have
on this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential
neighborhoods.

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a 
Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any 
further steps on this proposed project are considered.  
Thank you. 

John Gorow 

22563 SE 42nd Terrace 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

jgorow@aol.com 
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Sierra Carson

From: lorraine stewart <lorrainevstewart@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 10:20 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.

August 24, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects  

Issaquah School District No. 411  

5150 220th Avenue SE  

Issaquah, WA 98029  

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221.  

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  My husband and I support public 

education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, we have concerns with the MDNS.  The 

potential environmental impacts are significant.  For example:  

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794.  

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?   

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site. It is 

unrealistic to think drivers will shut off their vehicles while waiting in line to drop off or pick up students.  Posted notices 

are ineffective without enforcement.  What is the plan for enforcement?   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance?  

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.  The backup onto 228th 

from Pine Lake MS traffic in a non-pandemic school year is already problematic.  Combine that with additional traffic 

attributed to the proposed school site and residents who rely on 228th/43rd for their commutes to work and access to 

local services will be significantly impacted.    
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For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.   

Thank you.  

Lorraine and Gregory Stewart   

22152 SE 41st Lane  

Issaquah, WA 98029  

  

  

cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us  
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Sierra Carson

From: Joanne Barr <jsbarr1@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 10:11 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.

August 23, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 
Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221. 

Mr. Mullins, 

I have always supported public education and voted for school bonds.  As an Issaquah 

homeowner, I appreciate the opportunity to respond to the MDNSS to which I have 
considerable.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following 

examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed 
site.  The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and 

excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental impact 
including air and noise pollution, soil erosion, noise pollution, wildlife habitat, 

water runoff and possible flooding, safety and many more. This project is clearly a 
“Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination 
of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology 

shall be notified.”  How will contamination be discovered?  Periodic testing? What 
specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  This information should 

be included in this MDNS. 

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; 
unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 

10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with field rules placed 
on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” You are 

assuming that all residents are on the same schedule as the business and academic 
world.  Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate 
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the added air and noise pollution , especially with two schools on site.  Currently, with 
increased traffic from S.E 43rd through 228th Ave S.E., noise and air pollution 

abound.  What are the consequences if your signage is ignored? 

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged 

to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and 
spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of 
environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact of 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. 
S.E. and S.E 43rd,  will have on this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on 

other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

I understand that you will not be personally impacted by this project nor the environmental 
results.  However, for those of us who will and are directly impacted, the reasons noted 

above, and for many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be 
withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full 

Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this 
proposed project are considered.  Please stop and consider our environment.  Our 

world is changing and everyone needs to step up and help save it, neighborhood-
by-neighborhood. 

Thank you. 

Joanne Scardina Barr 

4213 220th PL SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

jsbarr1@gmail.com 

 

cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; 
JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us 
  

 
--  

Joanne Scardina Barr 
4213 220th PL SE 

Issaquah, WA  98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Steven Sowell <s.sowell@comcast.net>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 8:31 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221

August 23, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  Consider the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 
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field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Steven L. Sowell 

22501 SE 42nd Ter 

Issaquah, WA 98209 

541-224-3428  

  

cc:  cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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Sierra Carson

From: Dorothy Sowell <d.j.sowell@comcast.net>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 8:29 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.

August 23, 2021  

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects  

Issaquah School District No. 411  

5150 220 th Avenue SE  

Issaquah, WA 98029  

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah 
High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221.  

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.I support 
public education and routinely vote for school bonds.As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have 
concerns with the MDNS.The potential environmental impacts are significant.  

On June 29, 2021, my husband and I sent an email to Cristina Haworth citing our concerns about this 
project including traffic congestion and safety and environmental impact.  

“The note we received in the mail stated "The site has significant topographic challenges such as tree 
cover and wetlands."  It also mentions how these challenges will be addressed.  However many of the 
"fixes" require  modifications.  These modifications seem to allow for sidestepping quality safety and 
environmental restraints ... "modification of tree retention requirements, authorization of shared 
parking between on-campus uses, modification of non-motorized pathway requirements, and 
modification of pedestrian connections on the 228th Ave. SE street frontage."  Too many 
modifications.”  

Now we have been alerted to these examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.The resulting 
loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces 
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will result in a major environmental impact.This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a 
Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794.  
   
Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or 
groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be 
notified.”What specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  
   
Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.For 
instance, # 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and 
notice of this condition shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign 
at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars 
does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.  
   
Reference #9.Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing 
Jacob’s Creek.This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for 
endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance?  
   
Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228 th Ave. S.E. will 
have on this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential 
neighborhoods.  
   
For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.Instead, 
a Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement 
prepared before any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  
   
Thank you.  
   
Dorothy Sowell  
   
22501 SE 42 nd Terrace  
   
Issaquah, WA98029  
   
541-224-3425  
   
   
   
cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; 
JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us  
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Sierra Carson

From: Rita McGreevy <ritamcstar@me.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 12:55 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.

August 22, 2021 

Mr. Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS).  As an Issaquah 

homeowner, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant and need to be 

addressed.  For example: 

1:  The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of 

significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major 

environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under 

WAC 197-11-794. 

2:  Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, such as #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

3:  Your means for mitigating environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague and some are unenforceable.  For instance, 

#12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be 
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included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.”  Regarding 

#19:  Simply “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools 

on site.   

4:  Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental 

significance? 

5:  Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this 

proposed project are considered.   Being part of a community includes taking responsibility for its health and safety. 

  

R.J. McGreevy 

3679 225th Pl SE, Issaquah WA 98029 

  

cc:    cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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Sierra Carson

From: Judy Stover <judystover06@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 8:10 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.

Dear Mr. Mullins: 

I am an Issaquah resident and am quite concerned that the necessary environmental impact studies to support 
the proposed construction of the elementary and high school at Providence Heights have not been adequately 
completed.  

You already have received letters that detail the technical, legal and environmental failings of the existing ISD 
MDNS and accompanying SEPA Check List (SCL).  The substance of those letters is built upon the fact that, 
according to State law, the ability of a developer to obtain a MDNS is solely based upon the completed 
satisfaction of comprehensive and detailed statements by the responsible public official on a minimum of three 
requirements: 

(i) environmental impact survey;

(ii) any adverse environmental impacts; and

(iii) alternatives to offset said impacts or to the proposed action.

None of these three pre-conditions have been adequately addressed to qualify for acceptance of the current 
MDNS and SCL. 

Ignored in the two documents are my primary concerns with the proposed development: 

1. The loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands and indigenous vegetation along with new excessive
impermeable surfaces will cause a major and permanent environmental impact on the area;
2. The proposed facilities’ stormwater discharge into Laughing Jacob’s Creek is without consideration that the
creek is designated a geographically hazardous area as well as a spawning habitat for the endangered
Kokanee Salmon;
3. The increase of 5,500 new daily, school-related vehicles on 228th Avenue SE on top of the already
congested, main arterial road in and out of Sammamish that will require a widening of the roadway from 2
to 6 lanes, an additional traffic signal at the entrance to the schools single drive, which will result in
additional air pollution compounded by idling lines of vehicles twice daily at the schools, and;
4. Guaranteed assured enforcement of evening noise and lights-out curfew at the stadium and fields.

I ask that you take responsibility as a public official to address these concerns and proceed with contracting for 
a full and unbiased environmental impact study (EIS).  Transparency, integrity and fairness is what I ask of 
public officials.  Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Judy Stover 
3975 Providence Point Dr. SE 
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Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: CAROLYN MARKS <cm2flowers@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 22, 2021 9:51 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; 

dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance. As my Providence Point 

neighbors,  I support public education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have 

concerns with the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

There has not been enough consideration given to the daily impact on the residents of Providence Point, especially 

regarding the effects of school noise and disturbance on this senior residence community. 

There is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already congested, 

main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Carolyn Marks 

3609 224th PL SE 
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Sierra Carson

From: Barry Sheldon <barrywsheldon@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 11:54 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.

August 21, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an 

Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native 

vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of 

Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during 

construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited 

between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the 

stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically 

hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on 

other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full 

Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Barry W Sheldon 

3638 - 224th Place SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

(425)922-9188 
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Sierra Carson

From: Samuel Lin <radm.sam.lin@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 5:25 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us; Lin Samuel

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221. 

Samuel Lin MD, PhD, MBA, MPA, MS
Rear Admiral and Assistant Surgeon General (Ret), USPHS

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Health (Ret), USDHHS
President, Humetrics, Inc. ( A Service-Disabled, Veteran-Owned Small Business)

<radm.sam.lin@gmail.com>

August 20, 2021

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects
Issaquah School District No. 411
5150 220th Avenue SE
Issaquah, WA 98029
Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

SUBJECT: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High 
School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221.

Dear Mr. Mullins,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public 
education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the 
Subject MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant, are insufficiently addressed or ignored 
entirely.  Per the MDNS, here are some examples:

(i) The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of
significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a
major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is
required under WAC 197-11-794.

(ii) Most of the proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater
is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  (What specific steps will
you take if contamination is found?)

(iii) The means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague and unenforceable.  For instance, # 
12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall
be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” And,
then there is # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution,
especially with two schools on site.
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(iv) Reference #9. The proposed plan calls for stormwater from the site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s 
Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee 
Salmon. (Why is this intent not of damaging environmental significance?) 

(v) Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this 
already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.  Existing 
nearby intersections are already inadequate for the current traffic and the added air pollution from driving and 
school idling will be of environmental significance. 

For these reasons, and many more, I would hope you realize the MDNS for this proposed project should be 
withdrawn.  In place of this MDNS, I suggest that a Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full 
Environmental Impact Statement prepared, before any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Samuel Lin 

Samuel Lin MD, PhD, MBA, MPA, MS 

4253 Providence Point Drive SE 

Issaquah, Washington 98029-7217 
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Sierra Carson

From: jeffpenny@aol.com

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 5:04 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.

August 20, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Non significance.  I support public 
education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the 
MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of 
significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a 
major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of 
Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater 
is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will 
you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: 
“…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be 
included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.”  

Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, 
especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for storm water from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s 
Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee 
Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this 
already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     
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For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a 
Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before 
any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  
 

Thank you. 
 

Penny Milner 
22535 SE 45th Lane 

Issaquah, WA  98029 
 

cc:   cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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Sierra Carson

From: BILL EADES <brexxc@live.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 1:19 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.

August 20, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Re:  Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

 I always support public education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, It seems 

obvious to me  that your Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed High School and 

Elementary School (above) does not recognize that the potential environmental impacts are significant.  For example: 

There are too many proposed compact designed structures for the proposed site.  This results in the  loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation.  The square footage of impermeable surfaces will result in a major 

environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under 

WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack clarity and/or substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or 

groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will 

you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   
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Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be dumped into Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

pristine creek is designated a geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is 

this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 

William Eades     

4441 Providence Pt Pl SE, Issaquah Wa 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: worcajo <worcajo@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 11:32 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221

Attachments: SEPA Response  Letter .docx

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



August 20, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No. 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School 
# 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public 

education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with 

the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting 

loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will 

result in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a 

Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or 

groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What 

specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, 

# 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this 

condition shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the 

entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not 

negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing 

Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for 

endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on 

this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential 

neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a 

Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before 

any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Wendy Orcajo 
3941 226th Pl SE Apt 311 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Maury Edwards <edwardsmaury@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 11:22 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.

August 20, 2021

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public 
education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the 
MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of 
significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a 
major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is 
required under WAC 197-11-794.

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater 
is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will 
you take if contamination is found? 

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: 
“…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be 
included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” 
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Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, 
especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s 
Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee 
Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? Truly dissapointing. 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this 
already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.   We 
have all seen how our High Schools clog up our streets with single occupant fossil fuel burning vehicles at their 
worst since they will be waitibg to make turns into your proposed lot.. 

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a 
Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before 
assaquah, WA  98029 

 
 

As a resident in and near the area now called Sammamish since 1985, I have seen the effects of the 
aforementioned items on the quality of life and habitat in this area in decline for years.  I cannot believe your School 
District (in which five of my children have been educated) would not proceed with due diligence in this matter.  This 
is a move I would expect to have happened in the 1950's, not in our present times of ecological awareness.  
 

And won't litigation forcing you to do a full Environmental Inpact Study and Statement end up costing your District 
more of the funds we as taxpayers have given you to carry out your educational duties? I insist as a taxpayer that 
pays your salary that you reconsider and do that Study. 
 

Richard M. Edwards 

 

22425 Highland Lane SE, #405, Issaquah, WA 98029 

 

edwardsmaury@yahoo.com 

(425) 557-0117 

  

cc:   cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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Sierra Carson

From: Stephen Couey <sjcouey@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 8:41 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of 

Nonsignificance.  I support public education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an 

Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with theMDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures istoo great for the proposed 

site.  The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, 

and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental impact.  This 

project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is 

required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lacksubstance, e.g., #4 “If 

contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during 

construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take 

if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; 

unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited 

between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the 

stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not 

negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be 

discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically 

hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 

228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on 

other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     
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For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be 

withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full 

Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

 

I strongly oppose the placement of these schools at this location. A congested traffic 

situation in which you are mixing newly licensed young drivers with an adjacent elderly 

community is a recipe for disaster. It seems like there has to be a better location for this 

project.  

 

Thank you. 

 

Stephen Couey 

3935 226th PL SE #208 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

316-305-1031 

 

 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



1

Sierra Carson

From: mattd@dmgnet.com

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 7:57 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.

August 19, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 
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Matthew Disston 

4351 Providence Point Pl. SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

 

cc:  cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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Sierra Carson

From: Dianne Taise <jdtaise@aol.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 3:38 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221

Dear Mr. Mullins,  
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of 
Nonsignificance. I support public education and routinely vote for school bonds. As an 
Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS. The potential 
environmental impacts are significant. I offer the following examples:  
The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed 
site. The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and 
excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental impact. This 
project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required 
under WAC 197-11-794.  
Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If 
contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during 
construction… Ecology shall be notified.” What specific steps will you take if 
contamination is found?  
Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; 
unenforceable. For instance, # 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited 
between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with field 
rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” 
Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the 
added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.  
Reference #9. Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged 
to Laughing Jacob’s Creek. This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area 
and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of 
environmental significance?  
Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th 
Ave. S.E. will have on this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other 
nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.  
For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be 
withdrawn. Instead, a Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full 
Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 
project are considered.  
Thank you.  
James/Dianne Taise  
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3693 224th Pl SE, Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Patricia Hong <patti.hong@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 8:31 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; dpyle@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us; 

jelekes@sammamish.us; Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) Iss HS #4 and ElemS 

#17

Attachments: ISD Comments MDNS August 2021.pdf

Dear Tom Mullins, 

My name is Patricia Hong, and I am a resident at Providence Point in Issaquah WA. My condominium building 

overlooks the north border of the proposed site for the schools identified above. My windows look directly at 

left field of the proposed softball field as well as the east end of the proposed stadium and grandstand. 

I am extremely interested in the mitigation measures that should be contained in the July 27, 2021 MDNS 

issued by the Issaquah School District (ISD). The mitigation measures contained in the referenced MDNS are 

extraordinarily vague, and I urge that the Issaquah School District conduct a full Environmental Impact 

Statement (EIS) so that the ISD will know what specific mitigation measures must be done. Better yet, the City 

of Issaquah is better equipped to perform a more objective EIS, given that the ISD has a definite conflict of 

interest. It is more likely that the ISD has significant bias when researching and conducting an EIS given their 

desire to build two schools on the selected property. 

The following are examples of vagueness showing that the ISD is not completely aware of environmental 

impacts: 

•  Air quality: the MDNS for High School #4 includes air quality as one of many general statements instead 

of addressing this as a separate (and deserving) item. There is no plan to water the construction site in the

summer or over any dry spells. The ISD does not address how they plan to mitigate long-term air emissions 

once the school is operational. The High School MDNS does not address use of generators either during

construction or once the schools are operational.

•  Storm Water/Surface Water/Ground Water: the High School #4 MDNS does not address how

stormwater will be managed, it only states that a “groundwater monitoring plan shall be prepared to

evaluate groundwater quality…” Even if the ISD does evaluate groundwater quality on an annual basis, the

current MDNS does not state what the ISD will do with the results of that evaluation except to make those

results available upon request (emphasis added). To me, this means that an EIS is definitely required, as

there seems to be lots of unknowns at this time! If the surface water runoff (there will be quite an

increase) flows through Providence Point and into Laughing Jacob’s Creek, I fear that the spawning

Kokanee salmon will once again be adversely affected. Laughing Jacob’s Creek, as you know, is one of only

4 major spawning grounds for this endangered fresh water salmon.

•  Noise: The existing MDNS, while specifying that “When possible, noisy activities will take place after 9

AM;” does not specify whether those activities will be Monday through Friday, include weekends, or when

the noise will be stopped. Would it be at 5 PM, 9 PM, 11 PM?
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•      Vegetated buffers: the MDNS does not address all boundaries, only the north and south. Additionally, it 

does not state that all buffer areas will have trees, or that any plants that are replaced would be drought 

resistant.  

  

These examples of lack of specifics in the ISD’s July 27, 2021 MDNS highlight how important it is to have a full 

Environmental Impact Statement performed with public comments before this project be allowed to progress 

to the next step! 

  

I am available for questions or further comments. My comments are also found in the attached document. 

  

Patricia Hong 

22535 SE Highland Circle #304 

Issaquah WA 98029 

Patti.hong@gmail.com 

Cell/text 907.317.0892 
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Sierra Carson

From: Gary Gray <garygray13@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 12:32 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance

August 19, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA 

Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an 

Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native 

vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of 

Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during 

construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited 

between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the 

stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically 

hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on 

other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.  Will the 5,500 daily vehicle trips also affect SE 43rd Way and East Lake Sammamish Parkway? 

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full 

Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Gary and Robin Gray 

4130 220th PL SE, Issaquah, WA 98029 

Phone number (optional)  

cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us 
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Sierra Carson

From: Claudia Levi <claudia.a.levi@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 10:19 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: EIS at the new high school

August 24, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

An EIS absolutely needs to be completed on the proposed High School!  This is not a step you can avoid or find reason not to 

complete.  This is important and as a resident I expect this to be completed.  That this is a government project is no 

excuse.  Please complete the EIS and follow the outcome completely. 

The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 
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Gisela Levi 

4048 220th SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Phone number (425)369-8762  

  

cc:  cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 

 

--  
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Sierra Carson

From: Ruth Carver <carver.ruth@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 9:41 PM

To: MullinsT@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth; dpyle@sammamish.us

Subject: environmental impact statement

To Committee 

I was under the impression that of course an environmental impact study would be done on the previous Providence 

owned property.  I can't imagine how the original Sisters of Providence would react to such a negligent use of the land 

that they found holy.   

Now I understand that it will not be a heavily treed area where deer, bear and bobcats and many other species exist in 

an ever decreasing area, but will be moved out for schools which we may not even need. 

Issaquah has 4 high schools for it's population with all the fields in place.  Why not improve those locations. 

The traffic getting in and out of the main road makes me grateful to have a light finally finished!!!  but the increase in 

traffic with student drivers and parents picking up elementary school children will have a real impact on getting to our 

local grocery stores, vets, pharmacies etc. 

The noise of construction and use of the facility will definitely decrease the value of our property at Providence Point. 

Please at minimal do an environmental impact study as I can't help but think this is not the right decision for anyone's 

best interest. 

Thank you for your consideration 

Ruth Carver 

206-852-4307
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Sierra Carson

From: ï»¿linda <lindafieldhouse@frontier.com>

Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 3:34 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth; dpyle@sammamish.us

Subject: Environmental Impact Study for proposed new schools

To all committee members, 

1. In order to prepare a site for educational purposes, it seems to us it would be wise to include an Environmental Impact
Study and therefore model good judgment.

2. To understand the impacts of a challenge of this magnitude we all need additional information.  Professionals in the
fields of traffic patterns/safety and arborists knowledgeable regarding potential hazards of removing large numbers of
trees can be valuable resources.

3. All big projects have unintended consequences,  Why not take advantage of an EIS to mitigate as many problems as
possible?

Thank you for reading our thoughts, 

Linda Fieldhouse 
Peter Hersch 

(206) 715-3705
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Sierra Carson

From: Pamela Rains <raindance427@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 3:49 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; 

dpyle@sammamish.us; jelekes@sammamish.us

Subject: Environmental Impact

Attachments: SEPA Response  Letter Final.docx

Dear Issaquah and Sammamish board, 

I agree with the contents of the attached letter. It is appalling to me that my city of Issaquah, who publicly proclaims the 

image of City of Trails, Little Switzerland, etc. will be willing to short change the process of the environmental impact of a 

very large building project. This is in direct conflict with the image you purport to represent. Please reconsider this and 

fulfill the obligation of a complete and thorough environmental evaluation.  

From the purely practical point of view, consider that this could very well cause severe problems and huge expenses and 

perhaps lawsuits down the road.  

From a Grandmother and Retired Teacher, 

Pamela Rains 

22776 SE 43rd Ln, Issaquah, WA 98029 

--  

Pamela Rains 

Raindance427@gmail.com 
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August 19, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No. 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School 
# 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public 

education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with 

the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting 

loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will 

result in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a 

Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or 

groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What 

specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, 

# 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this 

condition shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the 

entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not 

negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing 

Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for 

endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on 

this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential 

neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a 

Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before 

any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Name 
Address with city and zip code 
 
Phone number (optional)  
 
cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
  

mailto:mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu
mailto:cristinah@issaquahwa.gov
mailto:minnied@issaquahwa.gov
mailto:dpyle@sammamish.us
mailto:JElekes@sammamish.us
mailto:kmoran@sammamish.us
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Sierra Carson

From: Yvonne Thomason <ythomason@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 7:16 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Full Environmental Impact Statement for Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary 

School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221.

August 19, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00 PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 
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Yvonne Thomason 

3941 226th PL SE  Unit 301 

Issaquah WA 98029 

  

  

cc:   cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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Sierra Carson

From: Levi Peterson <althlevip@msn.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 7:10 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Full Environmental Impact Statement needed

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects  

Issaquah School District No. 411  

5150 220th Avenue SE  

Issaquah, WA 98029  

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221.  

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have serious concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples:  

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if

contamination is found?

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.    

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance?  

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.  

I 

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.   

Thank you. 

Levi S. Peterson  

4447 Providence Point Place SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029  
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Phone number 425 427-9642   
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Sierra Carson

From: Minnie Dhaliwal

Sent: Monday, August 2, 2021 6:52 PM

To: Mullins, Tom   AD-Staff

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Lucy Sloman

Subject: Fw: Comment Letter on the SEPA Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) 

for Issaquah School District’s (ISD) proposal to construct a new consolidated high 

school and elementary school campus at 4221 228th Avenue SE (Providence Heights)

Attachments: Letter to ISD about SEPA Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance  210801.docx

Hi Tom, 

I am forwarding you these comments on the SEPA determination from a community member that sent them 

to the City.  

Hi Cristina, 

Please add Daniel Sreebny <dsreebny@gmail.com> to the parties of record list for sending them public notices 

on the landuse applications. 

Thanks, 

Minnie 

Minnie Dhaliwal 

City of Issaquah | Director Community Planning and Development 

425.837.3430  

From: Daniel Sreebny <dsreebny@gmail.com> 

Sent: Sunday, August 1, 2021, 7:59 AM 

To: Mayor 

Subject: Fwd: Comment Letter on the SEPA Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for Issaquah School 

District’s (ISD) proposal to construct a new consolidated high school and elementary school campus at 4221 228th 

Avenue SE (Providence Heights) 

Dear Mayor Pauly, 

I am pleased to provide you with the attached copy of the letter I sent to the Issaquah School 
District concerning the SEPA Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for Issaquah School 
District’s (ISD) proposal to construct a new consolidated high school and elementary school campus at 4221 
228th Avenue SE (Providence Heights).  My review of the MDNS determined that it is severely flawed and fails 
to adequately address the probable significant adverse impact to the environment that this project and new 
campus will create.  I therefore believe that the MDNS report for this project should not be accepted.  Instead, 
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a comprehensive environmental impact statement (EIS) for this proposal is necessary and should be prepared 
for full consideration before any further steps on this project are considered. 
 
 

I would be grateful for your consideration of my letter -- please let me know if you have any questions. 
 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 

Daniel Sreebny 

22618 SE 44th Place 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

dsreebny@gmail.com 

703-943-7913 
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August 1, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No. 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I am a resident of Issaquah, and I am writing to you to comment on the SEPA Mitigated 
Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for Issaquah School District’s (ISD) proposal to 
construct a new consolidated high school and elementary school campus at 4221 228th Avenue 
SE (Providence Heights).  I first wish to note that I have consistently supported public education 
funding and projects throughout my adult life.  However, the MDNS report for this project is 
severely flawed and fails to adequately address the probable significant adverse impact to 
the environment that this project and new campus will create.  
 
My review of the MDNS document noted the following issues of serious concern: 
 

• It states that the Construction Impact Mitigation Plan (CIMP) will include “off-site 
migration of dust and dirt from construction activities,” but fails to detail how this 
massive transfer will be accomplished, or the destination site for this enormous amount 
of dust and dirt. 

• It states that the project will “Provide vegetated buffer along the north and west 
boundaries of the project,” but fails to ensure the same for the southwest and south 
boundaries, alongside a large residential community. 

• It states, “If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs 
during the construction of the new school building, testing of the potentially 
contaminated media shall be conducted. If contamination is revealed by testing, Ecology 
shall be notified.”  However, it fails to detail what steps would actually be taken if such 
likely contamination occurs. 

• It states, “A groundwater monitoring plan shall be prepared to evaluate groundwater 
quality within the area of the Class III Critical Aquifer Recharge Area on an annual basis. 
The results shall be made available to the City of Issaquah, the City of Sammamish, and 
members of the public upon request.”  However, it fails to detail any steps that would 
actually be taken if very likely deterioration in groundwater quality occurs – a major 
threat to the water and soil of the neighboring communities and cities. 

• It states, “The stormwater management system shall be designed to “Enhanced” 
treatment standards, including removal of suspended solids and dissolved metals and 
removal of phosphorus for all on-site and off-site pollution-generating impervious 
surfaces associated with the project.”  However, it fails to detail the potential impact of 
such a system will have on the water and soil of the surrounding neighborhoods, or how 
it will prevent such a negative impact from taking place. 
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• It states that the plan will “Purchase credits from East Lake Sammamish Mitigation Bank 
for offsite Wetland Mitigation for impacts to Wetland C.”  This does nothing to protect 
the wetlands that are actually located next to the proposed construction site. 

• It states, “A public address or similar noise amplification system is prohibited at the 
baseball and softball fields” – but fails to note or address the significant noise pollution 
resulting from the multipurpose turf playfield/ track/covered grandstands amplification 
system and crowd noise. 

• It states, “Required equipment tests for the emergency generator and any outdoor 
mechanical equipment shall be limited to 7:00 AM through 6:00 PM Monday through 
Friday. If any equipment exceeds adopted noise standards set forth in the Issaquah 
Municipal Code, sound barriers or similar features designed to attenuate sound shall be 
installed.”  But it fails to guarantee that the attenuated sound shall fall under the 
adopted noise standards set forth in the Issaquah Municipal Code. 

• It states, “ISD will discourage vehicle idling during student drop-off and pick-up times,” 
but fails to acknowledge, detail, or deal with the inevitable air pollution damage that will 
be created by such idling, which always occurs in these settings  -- especially since the 
project is in a location that will prevent all or most students from commuting on foot or 
bicycle. 

 
For all these reasons, the MDNS report for this project should not be accepted.  Instead, a 
comprehensive environmental impact statement (EIS) for this proposal is necessary and should 

be prepared for full consideration before any further steps on this project are considered. 
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
Daniel Sreebny 
22618 SE 44th Place 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
 
dsreebny@gmail.com 
703-943-7913 

mailto:dsreebny@gmail.com
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Sierra Carson

From: Lucy Sloman

Sent: Monday, August 16, 2021 12:05 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: FW: ISD Providence Point Project NEEDS Environmental Study / further mitigation / 

conditions

Lucy Sloman AICP  Planning Manager & Designated Official for the Urban Villages 
Community Planning & Development Department (formerly DSD) 

Direct 425|837-3433 · Front Desk 425|837-3100 · 425|837-3470 REPORT SPILLS 

Issaquah, WA - Official Website 

From: David Thompson <dayffe@gmail.com>  

Sent: Monday, August 16, 2021 11:49 AM 

To: Mullins, Tom AD-Staff <MullinsT@issaquah.wednet.edu> 

Cc: Diane Chiu <drdiane1@hotmail.com>; Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: Re: ISD Providence Point Project NEEDS Environmental Study / further mitigation / conditions 

Mr Mullins, 

Thanks for your attention and your quick reply, 

David & Diane 

On Mon, Aug 16, 2021 at 10:31 AM Mullins, Tom AD-Staff <MullinsT@issaquah.wednet.edu> wrote: 

Ms. Chiu and Mr. Thompson, 

Your email and comments have been received and acknowledged. 

Thank you, 

Thomas C. Mullins 

Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District 
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(425) 864-2059 

  

  

  

From: David Thompson <dayffe@gmail.com>  

Sent: Sunday, August 15, 2021 11:19 AM 

To: Mullins, Tom AD-Staff <MullinsT@issaquah.wednet.edu>; LucyS@issaquahwa.gov; Diane Chiu 

<drdiane1@hotmail.com> 

Subject: ISD Providence Point Project NEEDS Environmental Study / further mitigation / conditions 

  

Hello, 

  

It has been brought to our attention that the comment period is open for this matter and that our concerns can be 

made a matter of public record. 

  

Laughing Jacob's Creek runs through property which our family purchased in 1978 and on which we have built our 

primary residence.  We are greatly concerned about the very likely flooding of the creek that will be caused by ISD 

replacing 35 acres of tree-filled watershed with over 900,000 sf of hardscapes plus a 6-acre multi-lane intersection. The 

trees on that property absorb 50% of rainfall and denuding the site will cause stormwater runoff to the creek to 

increase dramatically.  Any other developer would be required to complete an Environmental Impact Study but the ISD 

simply had their finance officer claim that the environmental effects are nonsignificant.  Those who are knowledgeable 

on the subject agree that sedimentation and erosion will cause serious overflow problems, especially with the 

increased amount of severe storms we've had in recent years.  In the last 3 years, we've witnessed record-setting 

flooding of Lake Sammamish and waters rising in Laughing Jacob's Creek unlike anything our family has seen in 40 

years.  And this is before the ISD project.   At the very least an INDEPENDENT Environmental Impact Study needs to look 

at the hydrologic conditions in the watershed to truly determine the additional impacts of the development. In this 

study, the entire watershed must be viewed as one natural unit (the only logical way to assess the effects) without 

regard to the fact that it happens to straddle two jurisdictions.   

  

We have spent millions of dollars developing our property in strict compliance with multiple agencies in order to 

minimize any environmental impact of our construction. Issaquah School District should be required to do the same. If 

we have to pay for any damage to our property as a result of inappropriate planning, oversite, and proper mitigation in 

this ISD Providence Point Project, we will not hesitate to seek legal counsel.  

  

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 
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Sincerely, 

  

Diane Chiu, M.D.  

David Thompson 
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Sierra Carson

From: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com>

Sent: Friday, September 10, 2021 8:23 AM

To: Lucy Sloman; Cristina Haworth

Subject: FW: ISD Public Records Request

Attachments: PRR response 9.9.2021.pdf

Lucy and Cristina: 

Though I assume you have these documents, here are the comments on the District MDNS for the schools proposal. 

Rick 

From: Romo, Tricia AD - Staff <RomoT@issaquah.wednet.edu> 

Sent: Thursday, September 09, 2021 8:44 AM 

To: Carol Cohoe <Carol@aramburu-eustis.com> 

Cc: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com> 

Subject: ISD Public Records Request 

Ms. Cohoe, 

The attached letter conveys the District’s response to your recent public records request. Responsive 
records can be accessed by using the link below. If you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to 
contact me. 

https://issaquahwednet-
my.sharepoint.com/:f:/g/personal/romot_issaquah_wednet_edu/EnlCPbsVxdFNoc7HVGJ3t1wBiVz6Z
m6P10r6SqrxAmRqhg?e=Mk5hRs 

Best Regards, 

Tricia Romo 
Public Records Officer 
Issaquah School District 
(425) 837-7178
romot@issaquah.wednet.edu

This e-mail contains confidential information intended only for the use of the addressee(s) named above. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, or the 
employee or agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this e-mail is strictly 
prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify sender and delete. Thank You. 
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Sierra Carson

From: Minnie Dhaliwal

Sent: Wednesday, August 4, 2021 10:19 AM

To: Cristina Haworth

Cc: Lucy Sloman; Tisha Gieser; Christen Leeson

Subject: Fw: Issaquah proposed school site at Providence Heights

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Cristina, 

Please add Yu-Chin Liu <yuchinliu@yahoo.com> to your list of parties of record. 

Christen/Tina- this was addressed to School District in response to SEPA determination, but PPC was copied. 

Thanks, 

Minnie 

Minnie Dhaliwal 

City of Issaquah | Director Community Planning and Development 

425.837.3430  

From: Yu-Chin Liu <yuchinliu@yahoo.com> 

Sent: Wednesday, August 4, 2021 9:25 AM 

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu <mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu> 

Cc: Planning Policy Commission <PlanningPolicyCommission@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: Issaquah proposed school site at Providence Heights  

I am a resident of Providence Point. Today I received the news regarding Issaquah School District's plan on proceeding 
with developing the school site at Providence Heights without doing a full Environmental Impact Study. The district is 
already aware of the deep concerns of the neighboring residents as well as City of Sammamish regarding the project but 
yet decides to utilize a loophole in the state laws to bypass those concerns. Laws are there to protect the rights of 
everyone concerned and should be followed by everyone in good faith and spirit for a healthy functioning society. What is 
Issaquah School District teaching its students about duties and responsibility in a society? 

Yu-Chin Liu 
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Sierra Carson

From: Lucy Sloman

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 2:15 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Cc: Cristina Haworth

Subject: FW: Issaquah School District MDNS Comment

Attachments: 20210824 PPUA SEPA Comments on ISD MDNS.pdf; 20210824 Att. A Incorporated by 

Reference.pdf; 20210824 Att. D EXCERPT SW Corner from SDP20-00001 3R Civil 

20210525.pdf; 20210824 Att. C Issaquah info for Private ProvHtsLoop.pdf; 20210824 Att. 

B ISD HS#4-ES#17 - SEPA MDNS FINAL 07-27-2021.pdf

Lucy Sloman AICP  Planning Manager & Designated Official for the Urban Villages 
Community Planning & Development Department (formerly DSD) 

Direct 425|837-3433 · Front Desk 425|837-3100 · 425|837-3470 REPORT SPILLS 

Issaquah, WA - Official Website 

From: Carol Cohoe <Carol@aramburu-eustis.com>  

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 1:56 PM 

To: Jacob Kuper (kuperj@issaquah.wednet.edu) <kuperj@issaquah.wednet.edu> 

Cc: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com>; Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov>; Lucy Sloman 

<LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; David Pyle <dpyle@sammamish.us>; kmoran@sammamish.us; cmalchow@sammamish.us; 

jritchie@sammamish.us; ktreen@sammamish.us; cross@sammamish.us; kgamblin@sammamish.us; 

pstuart@sammamish.us; City Council <CityCouncil@issaquahwa.gov>; mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cynthia Wirtz 

<cynthia@provpoint.com> 

Subject: Issaquah School District MDNS Comment 

Mr. Kuper, 

Attached for the record in review of the ISD proposal for HS#4 and Elementary #17 are Mr. Aramburu’s comments on 

the school district’s MDNS, submitted on behalf of Providence Point residents.   

Carol Cohoe 
Legal Assistant 
Law Offices of J. Richard Aramburu, PLLC 
Please “REPLY ALL” to ensure that Mr. Aramburu also receives your response. 

705 Second Ave Suite 1300 
Seattle, WA 98104-1797 
Telephone (206) 625-9515 Facsimile (206) 682-1376 
This message may be protected by the attorney-client and/or work product privilege. If you received this message in error please notify 
us and destroy the message. Thank you. 
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 LAW OFFICES OF J. RICHARD ARAMBURU PLLC

705 Second Avenue, Suite 1300 www.aramburulaw.com

Seattle, WA 98104-1797 www.aramburu-eustis.com

Telephone    206.625.9515

Facsimile      206.682.1376

August 24, 2021

Jacob Kuper, Chief of Finance and Operations 
Designated SEPA Responsible Official
Issaquah School District No. 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029

RE: MDNS for Providence Heights Schools proposal.

Dear Mr. Kuper:

This office has been retained by the Providence Point Umbrella Association (PPUA)
Board to provide comments on the Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance
(MDNS) issued by the Issaquah School District on July 27, 2021.  

In summary, the PPUA believes that the MDNS was issued in error, should be
withdrawn and a Determination of Significance (DS) issued together with scoping for an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

PPUA’s detailed comments follow. 

1. INTRODUCTION, PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND CRITERIA FOR
PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT.

Under the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) Rules and the Issaquah SEPA
Ordinance (IMC chapter 18-1), an EIS shall be prepared if the project will have a
probable significant adverse environmental impact. WAC 197-11-360(1). Under WAC
197-11-794, “significant as used in SEPA means a reasonable likelihood of more than a
moderate adverse impact on environmental quality.”

The District’s schools proposal is of such scale and magnitude, with multiple
adverse environmental impacts, that an EIS is necessary to comply with SEPA.  This
project consists of the following:

<40 acres devoted to schools use
<Buildings totaling 300,000 square feet
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August 24, 2021
Page 2

<Up to 2,567 students, 225 staff
<5,550 average vehicle trips per day; 1,304 trips in the morning peak hour, 862
in the afternoon traffic peak, and 476 “commuter” PM peak hour trips.
<All project traffic will use already congested roads
<910,000 square feet of impervious area, increasing stormwater runoff
<Removal of hundreds of trees from this currently forested parcel

As noted in the discussion below, there are multiple elements of the environment that
will be significantly and adversely impacted by the schools proposal, both by the
construction on the Providence Heights site and also by construction required on 228th
Ave. S.E., to provide access.

Over the past two years, PPUA has provided multiple comments on the overall
school/road intersection proposal.  Many of these comments address environmental
impacts and are relevant to whether the MDNS should be withdrawn.   A list of these
documents is attached(Attachment A) and hereby incorporated by reference. 

The threshold determination process is identified in WAC 197-11–330(3). Of
importance here is the recognition that “(c) Several marginal impacts when considered
together may result in a significant adverse impact[.]” While none of the environmental
impacts identified here are “marginal,” the cumulative number of impacted elements of
the environment are substantial, clearly indicating the need for an environmental impact
statement.

2.  HISTORY OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW.

The District originally prepared a site plan for this project on May 20, 2019. See
PRE19-000051RSite-and-Circulation-Plan2.pdf on Issaquah’s “Active Projects List”
(https://www.issaquahwa.gov/1309/Active-Projects), under ISSAQUAH HIGH SCHOOL
AND ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ON 228TH AVE SE, where new documents appear at the
top in bold and older toward the bottom of each listing.  On June 16, 2019 a “Project
Narrative” was presented to the City. See PRE19-000051RProject-Narrative2019-06-2.pdf.  The
site plan and project narrative have changed remarkably little in the 27 months since
first prepared and submitted. 

The original SEPA review was based on the characterization that the proposal
was a nonproject action and there were no present impacts to be reviewed.  At the time,
the District claimed it had not settled on plans for the site, though in the past two years,
the same basic project elements (building and circulation) and required roadway
improvements have not changed in any substantive manner. 

The SEPA review has now moved from the nonproject phase to review of a
detailed proposal.  The proposal creates multiple significant adverse environmental
impacts requiring preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS). 
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August 24, 2021
Page 3

3.  THE CITY OF ISSAQUAH IS THE LEAD AGENCY FOR THIS PROPOSAL. 

WAC 197-111-924 states “the first agency receiving an application for or
initiating a nonexempt proposed shall determine the lead agency for that proposal.”  In
the present case, the City of Issaquah received the application of the District for
approval of the rezone and designated itself as the lead agency with its Planning
Director Keith Niven as the SEPA responsible official.   See attached MDNS dated
September 13, 2019 (Attachment B).  The ISD submitted its “Project Narrative” for its
proposal on June 6, 2019. Significantly, because ISD is a public agency, it could have
been the lead agency for its proposed rezone and Comprehensive Plan amendment. 
However, when the City designated itself as “lead agency,” ISD posed no objection to
the City acting as the lead agency.  ISD’s Project Narrative indicated its plan for
construction of schools on the site, with the following “Program:”

Program: The 215,000 sf high school is designed to serve 1,400 students in
grades 9-12 and a new 73,000 sf elementary school serves 600 students in
grades K-5. The high school includes general use classrooms, library, commons,
food services, performing arts center, gymnasium with auxiliary gyms and
supporting administrative spaces. Elementary school includes general use
classrooms, commons, gymnasium, library, music and supporting administrative
spaces. 

At the same time, the District presented its “ISD Site Perspectives” showing its plan to
carry out its Program. See PRE19-00005, 1R Site Perspectives. 

The DNS issued by the City was appealed by PPUA to the Issaquah City
Council.  The Council denied the PPUA appeal on the grounds that the project review
was “phased” and the initial review was only for the first phase:   

The environmental review can be phased or tiered so SEPA compliance can be
done at each phase. A tiered review allows agencies and the public to focus on
issues that are ready for decision while excluding those already decided or not
yet ready. The sequence of a phased review must go from a broad to a narrow
scope.

Because the Council adopted a “phased review” approach, indicating environmental
review under SEPA had begun, and was ongoing, the lead agency for this appeal must
remain with the City and cannot be displaced by ISD. 

This result is consistent with the public interest.  This ISD schools proposal will
have significant impacts on residents of the cities of Issaquah and Sammamish and
environmental review should be objective and reviewed by these government entities.
The Issaquah School District is a special purpose district with the sole mission of
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August 24, 2021
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building schools. It is not the entity that should be making sensitive determinations
regarding environmental impacts. 

4.  THE “CONDITIONS” TO MITIGATE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS ARE
ILLUSORY AND WITHOUT SUBSTANCE.

Under the SEPA rules, an agency may enter a Determination of Nonsignificance
if the agency finds that a proposal will not have a significant, adverse impact on the
environment.  WAC 197-11-330.  As referenced in the SEPA rules at WAC 197-11-794:
“(1) "Significant" as used in SEPA means a reasonable likelihood of more than a
moderate adverse impact on environmental quality.” Conversely, if an agency
determines that a proposal does have a significant adverse impact on the environment,
then a Determination of Significance shall be entered and an EIS prepared.  WAC 197-
11-360 . 

On other occasions:

 “an applicant may ask the lead agency to indicate whether it is considering a
DS. If the lead agency indicates a DS is likely, the applicant may clarify or
change features of the proposal to mitigate the impacts which led the agency to
consider a DS likely. The applicant shall revise the environmental checklist as
may be necessary to describe the clarifications or changes. The lead agency
shall make its threshold determination based upon the changed or clarified
proposal.

WAC 197-11-350(2). The District’s SEPA rules in its Resolution 6890 make the District
Superintendent or his designee the SEPA responsible official.  See Section 3(2). 

In the present case, the District concedes in the MDNS that it is both the
“Proponent and Lead Agency.”  It is not even clear that different persons in the District
are playing the roles of applicant and lead agency.  Apparently as a result of the
Superintendent’s designation, the MDNS says the District’s “Chief of Finance and
Operations” is the SEPA responsible official.  Given that the finance and operations
chief has become the responsible official, it is likely there is no real distinction between
the regulator, with specific attention to protecting the environment, and the applicant,
intent upon constructing schools at the site.  Obviously, the District when wearing an 
“applicant/proponent” hat wants as few conditions as possible so that it can get on with
the construction of the schools with the fewest controls and regulations.  As Director of
Finance, Mr. Kuper, you would clearly want to reduce the cost of construction as much
as possible.

 In the present case, ISD has placed certain conditions or limitations on the
proposal to mitigate the impact to a level that it will not have an adverse environmental
impact.  These conditions or limitations are then set forth in the threshold determination
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to become a “Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance” or MDNS.  WAC 197-11-
350.  Under the SEPA rules, these conditions become part of the proposal and are
enforceable by the lead agency.  These conditions must also be enforced by the Cities
under RCW 36.70B.160, which requires: (3) Each local government shall adopt
procedures to monitor and enforce permit decisions and conditions.

In the present situation, the lead agency (ISD) has determined that the proposal
of the applicant (also ISD) has significant impacts and has chosen to include with the
MDNS several pages of conditions. Even a cursory examination of these conditions
makes it obvious that the Chief of Finance and Operations, in his role as applicant, has
chosen conditions that are illusory, without substance and, because of their vagueness,
largely unenforceable.  As such, there are no real “mitigations” to support an MDNS and
thus a DS must be entered and an EIS prepared.1 

The so-called conditions in ISD’s MDNS fall into two categories: 1) an indication
that some condition or mitigation might be adopted in the future, and 2) conditions so
vague that they may be fairly characterized as aspirational only.  This lack of specificity
is particularly important here where ISD is both project proponent and the entity to
regulate and enforce these conditions.

For example, Condition 1 concerns the adoption of a “Construction Impact
Mitigation Plan” (CIMP).  There is no question that the construction of 300,000 square
feet of buildings, lengthy access roads, a large parking structure, and football fields and
grandstands involving a huge amount of earth movement, all across forty acres of
largely forested ground, will have dramatic and significant adverse environmental
impacts. The District correctly recognized the impacts were significant and would
require a DS.  Changing the project or adopting conditions to avoid adverse
environmental impacts is plainly required. 

However, ISD then fails to provide the necessary CIMP; instead, it says it “shall
prepare” one, which “shall address” items a through j.  All the ISD MDNS requires is
that a CIMP may be prepared in the future; there is not one now.  For example the
current ISD CIMP states that there may be a “f. Construction fencing plan and any
measures to secure the site;” obviously a concern for the Providence Point Retirement
Community, which shares a 3,100 boundary with the District’s school site.  Similarly,
Condition 1(b) says there will be “noise and vibration control measures for construction
activities,” but none exist now.  Also related to Providence Point is Condition 2 that
states ISD will: “Provide vegetated buffer along the north and west boundaries of the
project.  This buffer area to have average width of no less than 70-feet and be no less

1The City of Issaquah’s SEPA ordinance specifies that for an MDNS: “3. The
applicant’s proposed mitigation measures, clarifications, changes, or conditions must
be in writing and must be specific.  IMC 18.10.150.
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than 25 feet in any location.”  But no plan for the buffer is provided and, with significant
parts of the Providence Point community along the south boundary, no plan to protect
that area. There is no analysis at all for conditions for the construction of the
intersection and other improvements on 228th Ave. S.E. to accommodate construction
traffic and its impacts with existing traffic.  Given 228th Ave. S.E. is a main entrance to
the City and has daily traffic volumes of 16,000 vehicles per day (2016), these are
major impacts. 

In short, most of the conditions are simply references to plans or measures to be
prepared in the future, leaving nothing for Providence Point or other members of the
public to comment on for the current MDNS.  There is no excuse for not having this
information prepared and available given the environmental checklist prepared on
August 28, 2019 (two years ago), in which the District indicated that “Specific project
impacts will be evaluated with project applications.” Another draft environmental
checklist was prepared by the District dated July 31, 2020.  

The course of conduct by the District demonstrates the failure to provide detail
for commenters on this MDNS and reflects the unwillingness of the District to be bound
by any enforceable rules.  Indeed, if the District does not follow the conditions, there are
no enforcement mechanisms discussed or set forth.  Having one department of the
District enforce conditions against another is unrealistic and there is no current
indication that the City of Issaquah is willing to enforce these conditions.

The MDNS does not meet legal requirements. It does not contain specific
conditions that would allow their enforcement at a later time.  

5. ISD CANNOT ASSUME COMPLIANCE WITH “STATE LAW” AND CITY OF
ISSAQUAH ORDINANCES. 

In the MDNS, it is stated that the ISD Responsible Official has determined that
an environmental impact statement is not required for its project. The Responsible
Official then goes on to say that this determination was made based on three items. 
The third is:

an assumption of compliance of the proposal with State law and the City of
Issaquah (as the permitting jurisdiction) ordinances related to general
environmental protection. 

No citation is made to the SEPA Rules, SEPA itself or the policies or regulations of the
City of Issaquah or the District. 

The “assumption of compliance” by its terms implies that commenters will
assume that City ordinances “related to general environmental protection” will be
complied with.  It is unclear what this clause means.  As described above, the
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conditions for purposes of supporting an MDNS must be specific modifications,
conditions or changes to a proposal.  There is nothing in the SEPA rules that permits a
determination that there is no probable significant adverse impact based on some
“assumption” that a proposal may comply with environmental ordinances into the
indefinite future.  Moreover, no provisions of Issaquah codes are set forth that may be
complied with.  The District’s Responsible Official errs in making a threshold
determination based on an assumption that laws may be complied with.  

Though not cited, the phrase found in the MDNS may be a clumsy attempt to
claim that RCW 43.21C.240 and WAC 197-11-660(1)(g) apply.  For several reasons,
they do not.

These provisions provide that a local government could determine that local
rules and regulations “provide adequate analysis of and mitigation for the specific
adverse impacts of the project under RCW 43.21C.240" and accordingly no additional
mitigation will be proposed.  But as a threshold matter, this provision applies only to a
Growth Management Act (GMA) county or city; there is no authority for a school district
to make such a determination.  Further, this section applies to mitigation for “the
specific adverse environmental impacts of the project action;” the Responsible Official’s
MDNS mentions not a single environmental impact and references ordinances related
to “general environmental projection.”  Reliance on future “assumption” that
environmental law will be complied with is not a valid condition for purposes of an
MDNS.  This is clear error requiring the preparation of an environmental impact
statement. 

6.  ISD DOES NOT HAVE SEPA SUBSTANTIVE AUTHORITY OVER
PERMITTING DECISIONS BY EITHER ISSAQUAH OR SAMMAMISH.

As noted above, the District says its determination was based on several
procedural factors, including the “assumption of compliance” with Issaquah general
environmental codes. An additional review factor is:

Issaquah School District Policy 6890, which provides the basis for exercise of
substantive authority under the Washington State Environmental Policy Act
(SEPA) pursuant to RCW 43.21c; . . . .

This apparent attempt to exercise substantive authority under SEPA is inappropriate
and reliance by the ISD on such authority renders void the MDNS.

To begin with, ISD is not the decision maker on the project. Under SEPA:

"Decision maker" means the agency official or officials who make the agency's
decision on a proposal. The decision maker and responsible official are not
necessarily synonymous, depending on the agency and its SEPA procedures.
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WAC 197-11-730.  The City of Issaquah is the entity that makes the decision for the
land use elements of the proposal; the City of Sammamish makes decisions on the
work proposed on 228th. In addition, the City of Issaquah has adopted procedures that
require the integration of SEPA with land use decisions:

18.10.090 Integration with permit and land use decision.
Under state law, the procedure for review of Project Permits shall be combined
with the environmental review process, both procedural and substantive. The
process under the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and this chapter shall
integrate the following procedures, insofar as possible, with any applicable
process for decision-making on permit and land use applications:

A.    Staff review of the application under City codes and regulations and
the environmental review and determination thereon;

In addition, substantive authority must deal with specifics:

Mitigation measures shall be related to specific, adverse environmental impacts
clearly identified in an environmental document on the proposal and shall be
stated in writing by the decision maker. The decision maker shall cite the agency
SEPA policy that is the basis of any condition or denial under this chapter (for
proposals of applicants).

WAC 197-11-660(1)(b). There is no reference to any “specific” adverse impacts and no
citation to any SEPA policies (either those of the District, City of Issaquah or City of
Sammamish) in ISD’s MDNS.  

ISD is simply seeking cover for its attempt to hi-jack SEPA authority.  It has not
met any of the requirements to exercise substantive authority as a way to support its
MDNS.  

7.  FAILURE TO MEET NOTICE REQUIREMENTS.

PPUA has filed several objections with ISD over the content of its public notice
for the MDNS. In particular, the objections related to the failure to include a site plan for
the work proposed at the schools site or improvements on 228th Ave. S.E., including
the intersection rebuild at S.E. 40th and 228th Ave. S.E.    These objections are found in
several emails to the District which are incorporated by reference.  The failure to follow
requirements for notice makes the MDNS invalid.

8. REFERENCE TO OPTIONS IS NOT A SUITABLE MITIGATION CONDITION.

MDNS condition 24, page 4, says that there will be “capacity improvements at
S.E. 40th Street/ 228th Ave. S.E. to be either of the following options.”  No plans for
either of these options is provided in the MDNS.  
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There is no excuse for uncertainity regarding intersection improvements.  As
identified on page 3 of the draft DNS, the District prepared an environmental checklist
on August 26, 2019, more than two years ago, which put off environmental review
because plans were uncertain and preliminary. Now ISD claims that it has still not
decided mitigation for this intersection, which is currently failing to meet level of service
standards.  The unwillingness of the District to commit to a solution for these serious
problems reflects its desire to control the process without providing meaningful
environmental solutions. 

9.  THE DISTRICT HAS NOT PREPARED A CUMULATIVE STORMWATER
ANALYSIS FOR THE ENTIRE PROJECT. 

The schools proposal will create over 900,000 square feet of impervious
surfaces and the construction of the street improvements in 228th Ave. S.E. will create
a significant amount of additional impervious surface in pavement sidewalks and other
construction.

 The District has prepared two stormwater reports, one for the schools site and
the other for the roadway improvements.  The City of Issaquah has, in their comments,
indicated that a cumulative analysis of stormwater impacts for both elements of this
common proposal should be prepared.  Such a cumulative analysis is important
because sensitive resources, including Laughing Jacobs Creek (LJC) will be impacted
by increased discharge of water.  

10.  IMPACT ON CRITICAL AREAS.  

A substantial portion of the increased volume of stormwater from the project will
transit a large (36 inch) culvert that runs under 43rd Way and discharges on a steep
slope just above LJC. This pipe discharges onto property owned by Forest Village in
Providence Point.  

A recent geotech report sponsored by the City for its project to install a traffic
signal on 43rd Way identifies impacts on steep slopes south of 43rd roadway.  See
REVISED - CRITICAL AREAS GEOTECHNICAL STUDY SE 43RD INTERSECTION
IMPROVEMENTS – WALL 2, SE 43RD WAY and SE 43RD LANE ISSAQUAH,
WASHINGTON ZGA Project No. 2150.01, June 10, 2019.   The area that the discharge
from the 43rd Way culvert outfalls is just a few feet from the area in the foregoing study
and is also on same steep slope and critical area.  Indeed the report (page 4)
concludes that:  “Based on our review of the Code and our work associated with this
study, the area in the vicinity of Wall 2 contains Landslide, Steep Slope, and Erosion
hazard critical areas as defined in the (Issaquah Critical Areas) Code.” 

The increased water flow generated by the stormwater from the schools project
is an “alteration” of this steep slope because both the intensity and duration of
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stormwater flows will increase.  See IMC 18.10.390.  As the foregoing geotechncial
report indicates, the increased volume of stormwater poses a threat to downstream
resources in LJC due to possible erosion and sedimentation, but also poses a threat to
the roadway above the discharge, which is the only access route to Providence Point’s
Forest Village. It should be emphasized that the pipe and steep slope areas are on
private property and ISD has neither sought nor received permission to discharge these
waters.

As noted, permission from the private property owners is necessary before
additional discharges are allowed.  This is a critical area under Issaquah ordinances; no
study of these conditions and circumstances has been undertaken and it is likely these
impacts are significant adverse environmental impacts.

The applicant has not submitted a critical area report for impacts to this critical
area.  No MDNS should be approved until compliance with critical area regulations is
met.   

11. TRAFFIC IMPACTS: CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATION.

The only access to the schools site is from 228th Ave. S.E., a highly congested
arterial street that serves the south end of the City of Sammamish. The latest traffic
counts show about 16,000 vehicles per day use this street. The proposal will generate
some 5,500 additional weekday trips with 1,304 in the am peak hour, 862 in the p.m.
peak hour and 476 commuter p.m. peak hour trips.  The next nearest intersection to the
school at S.E. 40th already has failing level of service standards. 

Given the size of the site (40 acres) and the large intersection, the construction
period for this project is likely to be extended.  The District does not provide a
construction schedule, but it will likely exceed two years. 

As described above, although the District recognizes the construction impacts
will be significant, indeed severe, there are no specific mitigation plans either for the
traveling public on 228th or the neighbors during construction.  There has been plenty of
time for ISD to provide specific construction impact mitigations, but it has refused to do
so. 

Operational impacts on the local streets once the schools are constructed will
also be substantial. Amazingly, no definitive plans are proposed which would even try to
reduce traffic impacts on nearby streets and intersections.  The only mitigation
proposed is found in the environmental checklist at page 20:

Develop a transportation management plan to educate families about
transportation options as well as the access and load/unload procedures for the
site layout. 
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Again there is no actual plan prepared so no one knows its content and thus cannot
determine whether it provides meaningful information or not.  The schools proposal will
create substantial traffic impacts, but the District declines to provide any mitigation of
significance.  The MDNS should be withdrawn and an environmental impact statement
prepared. 

12. PLANTS, TREES AND LANDSCAPING. 

The site is currently heavily forested with a variety of trees which are
documented on the topographic mapping and on the aerial photograph found at page 5
of the Environmental Checklist.   These trees provide multiple environmental benefits
including buffering the site from adjacent properties (including Providence Point),
providing cover for wildlife, reducing stormwater runoff by transevaporation, uptake by
plants, providing buffers between uses, providing aesthetic benefits, reducing impacts
of climate change and similar benefits.

According to the plans presented, most of the existing vegetation will be
removed for development of the ISD schools plan, which will also create a large amount
of impervious surface.  The District plans to install tall retaining walls along the west and
south side of the property which will also impact trees located adjacent to this
construction.  Moreover, it is likely that the construction will interfere with sources of
hydration for the existing buffer area.  The reduction in the mass of trees at this location
will increase the threat of windthrow and blowdown when adjacent trees are clearcut
and trees at the new edge are less supported by neighboring trees. 

The District states that new landscaping plants will be installed and there will be
“additional buffering along the north and west property lines. As shown on the
landscaping plans, the buffering will employ new and existing trees and vegetation as
part of the landscaping of this area.”  See the environmental checklist at page 10. An
additional reference to the north and west property lines is found on page 16 of the
environmental checklist.  As shown on the aerial photograph on page 5, a substantial
portion of the Providence Point community is located south of the schools site and
apparently no buffering is proposed for this area.  In addition, the environmental
checklist references, at page 3, at #8, “any environmental information” that has been or
will be prepared for this proposal.” The last item on this list is the following:

! Landscaping Plan (to be prepared), by AHBL.

Accordingly, there is no landscaping plan yet prepared for the site or at least one that
the District will commit to in its MDNS.  

The loss of trees and other vegetation of the magnitude proposed here is a
significant adverse impact.  No mitigating measures have been adopted to protect
existing trees. 
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13.  NOISE. 

On page 3 of the MDNS, the District contends that the sound amplification
system will be operated in compliance with environmental noise standards.  However,
there is no reference to noise from other features on the site. 

On page 14 of the environmental checklist issued with the MDNS, one of the
measures to reduce noise impacts is: 

In areas where vehicular traffic passes near adjacent properties and near bus
parking areas, additional site buffer to the neighbors has been provided.  This
buffering includes existing trees and vegetation where practical and is
augmented with new landscaping in areas where the buffers will be disturbed or
existing gaps in vegetation exist. 

However, there is no landscaping plan yet developed which commenters, including
Providence Point, can review to determine whether impacts are actually reduced to
levels that are not significant adverse environmental impacts.  No information is
provided as to the effectiveness of vegetation to reduce noise impacts. 

14.  THE MDNS IS PREMATURE BECAUSE NO APPLICATION HAS BEEN FILED
FOR INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS.

WAC 197-11-055 discusses the timing of the SEPA process and review of
“proposals.”  WAC 197-11-784 defines proposal as follows: 

“A proposal exists at that stage in the development of an action when an agency
is presented with an application, . . .”   

As described herein, the ISD plan includes both the construction of schools on
the 40 acre property it owns, but also the construction of road improvements on 228th
Ave. S.E. to access the schools.  The schools plan cannot proceed without the access
to 228th Ave. S.E. because it lacks any other road frontage.  The public right-of-way for
228th is owned, controlled and regulated by the City of Sammamish.  The District has
prepared some preliminary road plans but has never applied for a right-of-way permit to
use the road area.  For at least the past six months, the City of Sammamish has
requested that ISD submit a permit application for its planned intersection work, but the
District has refused.  As such, it is free to revise or change current plans as it wants. 

In the current situation, it is premature for a draft or final threshold determination
to be issued by the District when it has not filed an application for the work in the right-
of-way with the City of Sammamish. As noted above, the existing and impending traffic
impacts created by the ISD’s plans are substantial, requiring careful review of plans.  
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 The MDNS should be withdrawn and a new threshold determination issued when
plans are available and submitted. 

15. AESTHETIC IMPACTS. 

Currently the site is buffered and separated from the Providence Point
community by a large stand of mature trees.  However, the District plans to remove
substantially all of the mature trees, leaving a narrow strip of trees along the immediate
border. In addition, the plans include long stretches of retaining walls, which will create
blank spaces where trees are now found.  As noted in the plants section of this
comment, the combination of interrupted hydration and wind throw threaten this treed
buffer.  No mitigating measures are provided to protect the remaining trees in the buffer
or replace them, despite that fact that many of those trees are identified as dead or
dying.

This is a significant adverse environmental impact, which alone, or in
combination with other impacts, requires preparation of an environmental impact
statement. 

16.  NONCOMPLIANCE WITH “BUILD-TO-LINE” REQUIREMENTS. 

Issaquah Code section 18.07.480.E contains criteria for approval of community
facilities (CF), including schools.  Table 18.07.480 has the CF criteria for Public
Schools, which includes a “Build-To-Line” shown as 0’ -20’.  

Footnote 6 to the table provides as follows:

6    The build-to line is the required placement of the building(s) on property
frontage between the building and the right-of-way or private street edge if there
is no right-of-way. Additional requirements for the area in between the property
line and build-to line can be found in subsection (E)(13) of this section.

As noted, the “build to line” applies to private street edges as well as public right of way.
Subsection E(13), as referenced in Footnote 6 states:

13.    Build-To Line for Properties outside of Olde Town and Central Issaquah: If
the facility is not built to the property line, the following is required in addition to
other applicable design standards:
a.    Vehicular circulation and/or parking are not allowed in the space in between
the building and the property line.
b.    The space in between the building and property line shall include
landscaping with evergreen plantings to maintain year-round interest in
combination with other hardscape elements, such as seat walls, benches,
bicycle parking and other similar elements that enhance the social interactions
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and contribute to the public realm;

Section 20 of the Code allows for increases to the build-to-line. The concept and
restrictions for the “Build-To-Line” only apply to schools and other public buildings in the
cited code section. Significantly, this code section was amended by the Issaquah
council after the District selected the Providence Heights site for its new schools and
just before the ISD made their application for rezoning in mid 2019. 

As shown on the attachments hereto, the “Providence Point Loop” (PPL) is
designated a “street” on City maps from 228th into the property, and is designated as
“private.”  See Attachment C.  The environmental checklist at page 19 describes PPL
as follows: “The private road is a shared easement with the adjoining property . . .”  PPL
has been designated as a street since the “shared easement” between the properties
was recorded back in 1979.2 

The current site plan shows the area between the high school building and PPL
as the bus parking, bus circulation, and automobile parking area, as well as the planned
point for garbage collection, a generator and the circulation of garbage and delivery
trucks and other “back of the house” facilities.  See portion of the current site plan
attached (Attachment D).  The District’s design apparently comes from the desire to
move these facilities (including 30 big yellow buses) to the rear of the building to
maintain an attractive view from the front of the high school, which the parents,
students and visitors see. This places the impacts from these facilities on the
Providence Point community.   Based on the code sections cited above, the bus and
other vehicle circulation and parking are not permitted in the space between the
buildings and the PPL.  

This code violation create adverse environmental impacts to PP which support
the preparation of an environmental impact statement.

17. PUBLIC SERVICES, SAFETY AND SECURITY.

The MDNS has no mitigating conditions related to safety and security issues. 
However, the environmental checklist on page 21, Paragraph 15(b) says that the
development will:

The proposed development will incorporate design concepts to reduce the need
for public services including a standby emergency generator, access control and
intrusion detection system, and CCTV Camera Surveillance System. Lighting

2The District indicates that the PPL is currently gated.  This was unilateral action
by the District and not by Providence Point.  Nonetheless, Providence Point maintains
its legal right to use this road, as recognized by the District. 
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ATTACHMENT A

The following items are available in City records. Many have been uploaded for reviewer's 

convenience to https://mega.nz/folder/3WoTwSjT#CpNFW_ege6Zz-Bkmof962g (temporary folder 

will not deactivate for at least 30 days).

DOCUMENTS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE

1

Sept. 27, 2019 CP-Amend Comment to City of Issaquah: with two attachments, submitted to City 

of Issaquah by email. 

2 October 2, 2019 Amendment Comment, submitted by email to Keith Niven 

3

October 10, 2019 Providence Point Presentation to Council, including: 

·Aramburu letter dated 20191009, 

·Wechner Report, 

·Tilghman Memo, 

·various testimony and history.  

This entire presentation was submitted in a notebook to the Council and was also submitted by 

email; it was saved in a (reduced size) PDF by Trish Heinonen of the City of Issaquah. 

4

October 22, 2019 SEPA Appeal to Issaquah City Council (addressed to Hearing Examiner), with 

Attachments A-D. 

5

December 16, 2019 Aramburu communication to Issaquah City Council regarding Comp Plan 

Amendment, with four attachments.

6 January 16, 2020 City Attorney Haney analysis memo to Council.

7

January 19, 2020 ICC Letter from Aramburu regarding Comp Plan and Zoning Amendment needing 

substantial, binding mitigation, with attachments A & B. 

8 August 17, 2020 from Mr. Aramburu to Sammamish City Council re Staff's proposed comment.

9 Sept. 1, 2020 to Sammamish CC re Council agenda item for Traffic Concurrency Moratorium

10 Sept 1, 2020 Letter to SammCC re Agenda Item 14.pdf

11 November 5, 2020 correspondence from Aramburu to Sammamish Council, with Attachments A-F, 

12 November 19, 2020 Comment on ISD Providence Heights application (2 atts) 

13

November 19, 2020 PPUA (Osmer) Comments on ISD Statements Regarding Community 

Conference

14 April 27, 2021 Aramburu to Cristina Haworth re Environmental Neighborhood Meeting (NM)

15 April 29, 2021 NM Comment 2 to CHaworth .pdf

16 August 2, 2021 ARAMBURU RE ISD-CITY SIGN POSTING

17 August 6, 2021 to Cristina re FAR AAS.fullPP1-4.pdf

18

Submissions to the Planning Commission, Development Commission, City Council as contained in 

City records, email, and/or assembled for the GMHB Appeal record; the record before the GMHB, 

and the LUPA record.

19 ALL PUBLIC COMMENT to ISD, Issaquah, Sammamish, DOE or other agencies
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SEPA MITIGATED DETERMINATION OF NONSIGNIFICANCE (MDNS) 

New Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17 

 

Description of Proposal: Construction, at full buildout, of a new approximately 226,500 sf high school to serve 

approximately 1,823 students in grades 9-12 and a new approximately 71,300 sf elementary school serving 

approximately 744 students in grades K-5.  A total staff of approximately 225 would serve the schools. The high 

school includes general use classrooms, library, common areas, food services, performing arts center, gymnasium 

with auxiliary gyms, locker rooms with fitness and activity rooms, career technical education rooms, and 

supporting administrative spaces. The elementary school includes general use classrooms, common areas, 

gymnasium, library, music room, and supporting administrative spaces. In subsequent phases of work portables 

are anticipated to be added to both schools. 

 

The 40.79-acre site will also include surface and structured parking areas, multipurpose turf playfield/ 

track/covered grandstands, softball and baseball fields, tennis courts, and a covered play building. Proposed site 

work includes a new entry access road off 228th Avenue SE, which will branch into two separate internal access 

roads, one leading to each school. Also included are separate bus drop-off areas to the south at the elementary 

school and at the high school, a fire lane at the perimeter, and site retaining walls.  A separate emergency vehicle 

access road is also proposed off 228 Ave SE over an existing internal access road.  The project includes frontage 

improvements to 228th including a four-lane section with bike lanes, sidewalk improvements on the west side of 

the frontage, and turn lanes for the new turn lane. 

 

Proponent and Lead Agency: Issaquah School District No. 411 

 

Location of Proposal: The proposal is located at 4221 228th Avenue SE, Issaquah, WA, on tax parcels 

1624069001, 1624069029, and 1624069031. The parcels are located in Quarter NE Section 16 Township 24 

Range 6. 

 

Responsible Official:  Jacob Kuper, Chief of Finance and Operations 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

    5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

 

The Responsible Official for the Issaquah School District, acting as lead agency for the proposal, has 

determined that the proposal does not have a probable significant adverse impact on the environment.  An 

environmental impact statement (EIS) is not required under RCW 43.21C.030(2)(c).  This determination was 

made based on  a review of the environmental checklist (SEPA Checklist) and other information on file with 

the District and City of Issaquah; Issaquah School District Policy 6890, which provides the basis for the 

exercise of substantive authority under the Washington State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) pursuant to 

RCW 43.21C; and an assumption of compliance of the proposal with State law and City of Issaquah (as the 

permitting jurisdiction) ordinances related to general environmental protection. The responsible official finds 

this information reasonably sufficient to evaluate the environmental impacts of this proposal.   
  

Copies of the SEPA Checklist and the environmental documents identified therein are available for review on 

the Issaquah School District’s website at: 
https://www.issaquah.wednet.edu/district/departments/CapProjects/Projects/new-high-school-4 

 

https://www.issaquah.wednet.edu/district/departments/CapProjects/Projects/new-high-school-4
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MITIGATION MEASURES 

 

This Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance is issued with the following conditions, which are 

recommended as conditions of project approval.  

 

General 

 

1. The Contractor shall prepare and operate the construction site under a Construction Impact Mitigation 

Plan (CIMP). The CIMP shall addresses the following, at a minimum: 

 

a. Estimated construction schedule, including description of different stages of construction, 

associated activities, and primary equipment to be used at each stage.  The schedule shall be 

updated at least quarterly or more frequently if major project schedule changes occur and a new 

copy of the schedule provided to the City of Issaquah and the City of Sammamish;  

b. Noise and vibration control measures for construction activities.  When possible, particularly 

noisy activities will take place after 9:00AM;  

c. Air quality control measures, including off-site migration of dust and dirt from construction 

activities;  

d. Material and equipment staging or laydown area;  

e. Construction worker parking plan, including off-site parking if necessary, and methods to ensure 

workers do not park in adjacent neighborhoods;  

f. Construction fencing plan and any measures used to secure the site;  

g. On-site circulation plan for construction vehicles;  

h. Truck route plan;  

i. Traffic control plans, including signage, certified flaggers, plan to address any right-of-way 

closures, and provisions to ensure emergency access remains open at all times; and,  

j. Public outreach and site notification, including contact information for site supervisor.  

The CIMP shall be approved prior to issuance of the first construction permit for the project. Changes 

to construction activity may necessitate updating the CIMP.  The CIMP will be provided to both the 

City of Issaquah and the City of Sammamish. 

 

2. Provide vegetated buffer along the north and west boundaries of the project.  This buffer area to have an 

average width of no less than 70-feet and to be no less than 25-feet in any location.  Existing vegetation 

should be used to the maximum extent possible and disturbed areas replanted with native vegetation.  

 

Earth 

 

3. The project design and construction are required to follow the recommendations in the Geotechnical 

Engineering Report prepared Associate Earth Science, Inc., dated September 17, 2019, revised June 17, 

2021 and as subsequently updated or amended. 

 

4. If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during the construction of the 

new school building, testing of the potentially contaminated media shall be conducted. If contamination is 

revealed by testing, Ecology shall be notified.  

 

5. All grading and filling of land shall utilize only clean fill, i.e. dirt or gravel.  All other materials, including 

waste concrete and asphalt, are considered to be solid waste and permit approval may be required prior to 

filling.   

 

6. A Construction General Stormwater permit shall be obtained prior to clearing, grading, or excavation 

activities.  This permit shall include preparation of Temporary Erosion and Sediment Control plans and a 

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. 
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7. Soils in the vicinity of the existing water tank shall be treated as lead contaminated to a depth of 

approximately 12” below ground surface.  Any soil removed from this area during construction shall be 

segregated and stockpiled until it can be sampled, characterized for disposal, and, as needed, properly 

disposed of at a facility permitted to accept such material, if testing shows necessary. 

 

Water 

 

8. A groundwater monitoring plan shall be prepared to evaluate groundwater quality within the area of the 

Class III Critical Aquifer Recharge Area on an annual basis.  The results shall be made available to the 

City of Issaquah, the City of Sammamish, and members of the public upon request. 

 

9. The stormwater management system shall be designed to “Enhanced” treatment standards, including 

removal of suspended solids and dissolved metals and removal of phosphorus for all on-site and off-site 

pollution-generating impervious surfaces associated with the project. 

 

10. Purchase credits from East Lake Sammamish Mitigation Bank for offsite Wetland Mitigation for impacts 

to Wetland C. 

 

11. Protect existing trees surrounding Wetland B with a minimum of a 50-foot buffer. 

 

Environmental Health and Noise 

 

12. The public address sound amplification system shall be operated in compliance with maximum 

permissible environmental noise levels set forth in WAC 173-60-040 and IMC 18.07.136 for noise 

emitted by a Class B source and received by a Class A source.  Further, use of amplified sound shall be 

prohibited between the hours of 10:00 PM and 8:00 AM and notice of this condition shall be included 

with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.  

 

13. A public address or similar noise amplification system is prohibited at the baseball and softball fields. 

 

14. Required equipment tests for the emergency generator and any outdoor mechanical equipment shall be 

limited to 7:00 AM through 6:00 PM Monday through Friday.  If any equipment exceeds adopted noise 

standards set forth in the Issaquah Municipal Code, sound barriers or similar features designed to 

attenuate sound shall be installed. 

 

15. Chemicals used for academic coursework including but not limited to chemistry classes shall be securely 

stored.  The applicable Safety Data Sheets (SDSs) or other document containing chemical hazard 

information for each chemical shall be kept and made available onsite as required. 

 

Light and Glare 

 

16. Light shall be shielded from direct line-of-sight from neighboring properties.  Athletic field lighting shall 

not cause spillover to the adjacent residential neighbors, nor create adverse glare conditions for any 

drivers on 228th Avenue SE.  

 

17. Athletic field and track lighting shall be shielded and directed away from neighboring properties and turned 

off following the end of a game or event and otherwise be turned off no later than 10pm.  No lighting shall 

be installed at the baseball/ softball fields. 
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Historic and Cultural Preservation 

 

18. If during construction inadvertent discoveries of archaeological resources are discovered, the Washington 

State Department of Archaeologic and Historic Preservation (DAHP) shall be notified. 

 

Transportation 

 

19. ISD will discourage vehicle idling during student drop-off and pick-up times.  Waiting vehicles will be 

monitored by a staff member, and signs shall be installed that state “no idling.” 

 

20. Construct improvements on 228th Avenue SE along the site frontage, with a length of approximately 1,700 

feet. Improvements shall include widening the current two-lane section (one travel lane in each direction) to 

a five-lane section (two travel lanes in each direction plus a center left-turn lane), consistent with the City of 

Sammamish’s ultimate plans for the street. Additional turn lanes shall be constructed at the site driveway 

intersection as needed to ensure that it would meet the City’s traffic operational standards during all times of 

day. 

 

21. Construct a 6-foot sidewalk and add landscaping along site frontage. 

 

22. Construct a 6-foot sidewalk and landscaping along the east side of 228th Avenue SE from the project 

entrance north to SE 40th Street. 

 

23. Signalize site driveway intersection at 228th Avenue SE. This includes in the southbound direction, two 

through lanes, and a right-turn lane into the school site. Northbound, 228th Avenue SE shall have two 

through lanes, and two exclusive left-turn lanes.  The intersection improvements shall include ADA ramps 

with crosswalks and pedestrian signals. 

 

24. Capacity improvements at SE 40th Street / 228th Avenue SE to be either of the following options: 

o New median and striping to create a Flying T configuration and construction of a 6-

foot sidewalk and landscaping along the east side of 228th Avenue SE from the 

project entrance north to SE 40th Street; or 

o New Signal and intersection improvements at the 40th Street/ 228th Avenue SE 

intersection. 

 

25. Establish a school-zone speed limit on 228th Avenue SE in the vicinity of the project site. 

 

26. Develop a construction management transportation plan that addresses traffic and pedestrian control during 

school construction. 

 

27. Develop a transportation management plan to educate families about transportation options as well as the 

access and load / unload procedures for the site layout. 

 

28. Develop a school-event management plan for evening events with more than 1,000 expected attendees to 

mitigate parking impacts and ensure coordination between the schools. 

 

This Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) is issued under WAC 197-11-340(2) and WAC 197-

11-350.  The Lead Agency will not act on this proposal for 14 days from the issue date.  Unless modified by the 

Issaquah School District, this determination will be final as of the close of the comment period identified 

below. There is no agency administrative appeal of this MDNS; judicial appeals are governed by RCW 

43.21C.075. 
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Only written comments will be accepted and must be submitted by 4:00 p.m. on August 10, 2021 to Tom 

Mullins, Director of Capital Projects, Issaquah School District No. 411, 5150 220th Avenue SE, Issaquah, WA, 

98029 or by email at mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu. 
 

 

 

mailto:mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu
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Sierra Carson

From: Lucy Sloman

Sent: Monday, August 16, 2021 9:01 AM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: FW: Proposed New Issaquah Schools - Please Reconsider Location

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Lucy Sloman AICP  Planning Manager & Designated Official for the Urban Villages 
Community Planning & Development Department (formerly DSD) 

Direct 425|837-3433 · Front Desk 425|837-3100 · 425|837-3470 REPORT SPILLS 

Issaquah, WA - Official Website 

From: Larry Franks <pearsonfr@comcast.net>  

Sent: Saturday, August 14, 2021 4:12 PM 

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: City Council <CityCouncil@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: Proposed New Issaquah Schools - Please Reconsider Location 

Ms. Mullin and Ms. Sloman: 

I thought Issaquah was a salmon-friendly city. 

I thought the Issaquah School district respected the environment it is a part of. 

Perhaps I was mistaken.  The core of my doubt is contained in page 6 of the SEPA Environmental Checklist for 

the proposed project: 

“Roughly 67% of site will be covered with impervious area. This includes building area, drives, 

sidewalks, paved plazas, athletic turf and track.” 

Removal of the majority of the present wooded cover would have disastrous impacts to the Laughing Jacobs 

Creek watershed.  A ‘buffer’ of 25’ to 75’ is completely inadequate to mitigate the impact of the 900Kish 

square feet of impervious surfaces proposed.  Two of the three distinct runs of kokanee in the Lake Sammamish 

watershed are already extinct.  The last run, which still uses Laughing Jacobs Creek, is struggling with very low 

populations.  The impact of the impervious surfaces will include: 

A) Increased peak flows during precipitation extremes (becoming more common with climate change)

B) “Scouring” of naturally nested kokanee eggs by these high flows

C) Reduced infiltration to recharge ground water

D) Higher stream temperatures, especially during low flow months
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I know the planning process is far down the road on this project, but it is not too late to keep from destroying 

the very salmon resource that is iconic to our city. 

 

 
 

Larry Franks 

BS Fisheries (Salmonid Culture) UW 1979 

 

Phone:  425.392.2571 (preferred) 

Cell:      425.922.9754 
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Sierra Carson

From: Lucy Sloman

Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 2021 4:07 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: FW: Public Comment due by 8/17/21 for ISD HS#4 & Elem#17 Providence Point Project

Attachments: Capture1-KWG salmon streams. Top 3 INDEX Kokanee creeks.JPG; Capture2-Drainage 

BEYOND Minimum Compliance HL Kokanee salmon.JPG; Capture3-2017 KWG Ecological 

Survey under 6.35mm FINE SEDIMENT entombs.JPG; Capture4-Level3FC. CIA by ESA 8-

May-2013 Tech Addendum 2013 pg30. 34of67.JPG

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Have you been replying to these SEPA comment emails? 

Lucy Sloman AICP  Planning Manager & Designated Official for the Urban Villages 
Community Planning & Development Department (formerly DSD) 

Direct 425|837-3433 · Front Desk 425|837-3100 · 425|837-3470 REPORT SPILLS 

Issaquah, WA - Official Website 

From: Mary Wictor <wictormary@gmail.com>  

Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 2021 3:33 PM 

To: Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Subject: Public Comment due by 8/17/21 for ISD HS#4 & Elem#17 Providence Point Project 

Dear City of Issaquah / Community Planning & Development 

ATTN: Lucy Sloman / LucyS@issaquahwa.gov as Land Development Manager (425) 837-3433 

CC: Tom Mullins / ISD Director of Capital Projects mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Issaquah School District -- Providence Point Project for new High School #4 & Elementary #17 

Please accept this Public Comment from me today as I understand the comment period is still open through this 

Tuesday, August 17, 2021. 

STORMWATER, SALMON & VEGETATION 

Having lived in Sammamish for over 21 years, our family used to enjoy the local YMCA, when it was formerly located at 

the Church on the property to be developed--and our two, now adult, sons both attended public schools [in 

LWSD.] Since 2015, I have been a strong advocate in the City of Sammamish for better Stormwater regulations to reduce 

adverse impacts. Plus, I have volunteered as a Stormwater Steward in the City, too. I have also taken 100 hours training 

to become a Native Plant Steward in 2019 and, despite COVID-19 pandemic, have individually put in over 100 hours as a 

Washington Native Plant Society (WNPS) volunteer steward helping remove invasives and then plant native plants as 

part of Parks restoration in Sammamish. Additionally, I live upland from Zackuse Creek & George Davis Creek in the City 

of Sammamish and as a "watershed resident", I joined Kokanee Work Group (KWG) a number of years ago. 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



2

Please see attached screen Capture1 which I obtained from King County Staff [Jim Bower, fish biologist/Environmental 

Scientist III] via the KWG as it shows the most key local streams for Kokanee Salmon recovery, with the three (3) main 

INDEX streams BOXED--highlighting Laughing Jacobs Creek as 1 of the top 3. 

"ENHANCED" TREATMENT ... + FLOW CONTROL 

I am glad to read in the SEPA MDNS that, "The stormwater management system shall be designed to 'Enhanced' 

treatment standards..." However, there are flow control and other considerations that must be well-studied for 

determining designs and to select the most appropriate as well. The City of Sammamish adopted effective as of 

1/1/2017 the 2016 King County Surface Water Design Manual (KCSWDM of 1115 pgs) in addition to the City's own brief 

SWDM last updated 2019. Please note that for environmentally Critical Areas, including streams, there are more special 

concerns that should be avoided, minimized, and/or mitigated too. 

--> FLOW CONTROL 

Attached screen Capture2 is highlighted [from page 36 of 1115 online or printed page number 1-24] from the 2016 

KCSWDM which is supposed to be equivalent to Ecology's Stormwater Management Manual for Western Washington. 

Please read it and focus on the meaning of the words that are highlighted in yellow.  

In short, my paraphrasing here notes areas of impact for Wetlands and Fish (including Kokanee Salmon) in this one 

Excerpt from most current KCSWDM p.1-24:  

...compliance to minimum standards DOES NOT relieve engineer(s) of the responsibility to submit designs engineered to 

provide adequate protection for natural resources on public and private property... Fishery/aquatic systems are affected 

by a complex set of factors... increases in stream flow velocities are NOT directly addressed by this manual. Wetlands are 

adapted to a very constant hydrologic regime. Even the most stringent flow control... does NOT prevent increase in runoff 

volume... increasing the duration and magnitude of water... fluctuations. 

EROSION & SEDIMENTATION 

When adequate flow control is not provided, large storms and peak events (and just more intense rainfall) will lead to 

flooding more often, overflows, and channelization of ditches and streams. "Flashy", "gushy" water is a "force", plus 

longer durations will often saturate soils and cause more erosion and sedimentation--especially in sloped areas. Ground 

water seepage may occur and landslides can result, depending on soils/geology/H2O. Water follows gravity and finds 

the easiest way downgradient, plus can also create new pathways which may add to silt/sediments that fast, heavy, 

and/or long-lasting flows carry. 

Thus, while ISD project is to use "Enhanced" Water Quality, the flow regimes can and likely will cause issues for the 

environment, potentially property, and adversely impact fish including local, native Kokanee who use Laughing Jacobs 

Creek as one of the most key streams for spawning and life cycle of egg to fry. 

FINE SEDIMENT / SILT  

Attached screen Capture3 is highlighted from KWG/King County's Ecological Survey of "Late-Run" Kokanee Salmon - 

March 2017. Note the measurement for fine sediment <6.35mm (and/or silt) that can entomb salmon during egg-fry 

stages. Erosion sends sediment downstream, and can kill eggs or small fry when this silt or sediment covers parts of a 

stream--reducing stream permeability. 

$ SOURCES & GRANTS 

In my personal research, advocacy, and experience with drainage issues, and impacts, I have learned that there are a 

number of sources for getting additional funds to address and/or prevent problems. Fish funds can be applied for and 

received, and/or water quality portions of projects can qualify. While it may seem like there is always more to do, and 

not enough time or money to go around, there are definitely numerous fish/drainage grant opportunities that can and 

should provide Issaquah more funding that would aid in protecting Laughing Jacobs Creek and encourage vs thwart the 

success of Kokanee and their ability to use it. 
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It is my hope in writing this input to help inform drainage plans and approaches of the importance of some technical 

aspects related for fish, especially Lake Sammamish Kokanee salmon, that truly must be looked into for any drainage 

designs. Laughing Jacobs Creek is vital and one of the most important streams. 

I have persisted in advocating with the City of Sammamish for stormwater management and reducing drainage impacts 

and problems in our City and Urban Growth Area. I believe drainage is a very key element of this project for Issaquah 

and that the schools are needed, but please ensure to provide at least adequate flow control elements and preserve or 

require as many trees and as much native planting as possible--either by retaining what is there, or planting new and 

caring for it well to ensure both short and long term successful establishment. Development increases surface and 

stormwater runoff significantly--design drainage well!* 

Sincerely, Mary Wictor 425-836-9819 home/office 

408 208th AVE NE, Sammamish, WA 98074 (for over 21 years) 

IMAGE FROM PUGET SOUND PARTNERSHIP 

*P.S. Capture4 is an excerpt from a 2013 Cumulative Impact Analysis (CIA) done by a contractor for the City of

Sammamish showing how trees, watertable, groundwater, and runoff are impacted by Development. Evaporation and

infiltration are reduced, impacting "interflow", too. And, this is without climate change.
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Sierra Carson

From: Lucy Sloman

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 2:14 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal; Cristina Haworth

Subject: FW: SLS Comments RE ISD PP Proposal EIS

Attachments: 2021-8-23 SLS comments to ISD re PP EIS.pdf; 2020-8-15 SLS Comments to Sammamish 

re ISD.pdf; 2020-8-15 SLS -Issy Comments re drainage.pdf

Lucy Sloman AICP  Planning Manager & Designated Official for the Urban Villages 
Community Planning & Development Department (formerly DSD) 

Direct 425|837-3433 · Front Desk 425|837-3100 · 425|837-3470 REPORT SPILLS 

Issaquah, WA - Official Website 

From: Contract Leathers <joanna@contractleathers.com>  

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 2:13 PM 

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Cc: kmoran@sammamish.us; MaryLouP@issaguahwa.gov; Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; Rick Aramburu 

<rick@aramburu-eustis.com> 

Subject: SLS Comments RE ISD PP Proposal EIS 

Please ensure that the attached letter of comment requesting an EIS from SLS dated 8/23/2021 and 
its two attachments dated 8/15/2020 are delivered to Jacob Kuper and are entered into the official 
record of comments on the District’s proposed project at Providence Point. Thank you. 

Joanna Buehler 
Save Lake Sammamish 
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August 15, 2020 
 
City of Issaquah 
Community Planning & Development  
Attention: Lucy Sloman 
 
City of Issaquah 
Development Commission 
 
Dear Officials of Issaquah & Development Commission: 
 
Re: Issaquah School District – Providence Point Project 
 
Save Lake Sammamish is an all-volunteer, non-profit Washington corporation founded 
in 1989 to protect the water quality of Lake Sammamish as well as the environmental 
benefits of its watershed and wildlife, including the wild, native Lake Sammamish 
Kokanee (Oncorhynchus nerka). SLS is very concerned about the potential detrimental 
impacts of this proposed project to both Laughing Jacobs Creek and to Lake 
Sammamish itself. 
 
I was unable to participate in the Community Conference held on July 15, but am now 
providing written comments on the Issaquah School District’s proposal for a new high 
school, elementary school, stadium and associated parking and internal road system 
(ISD PP) 
  
Water quality and habitat values of Lake Sammamish are determined by land use within 
its watershed. Every tributary stream and storm drain in Issaquah and most in 
Sammamish impacts the continued viability of our unique Lake. Much community 
volunteer time and public monies (from building a sewer line between Issaquah and 
Renton in the 1960’s, Basin Planning in the 1990’s to WSDOT’s 2017 fish passage 
restoration at I-90 Exit 17), have been expended to protect and enhance water quality 
and quantity and to enable the survival of salmonids in the system.  
 
For more than three decades, much public effort has also been directed to protecting 
the unique land-locked Lake Sammamish Kokanee, including two petitions, to which the 
City of Issaquah was a co-petitioner, to the US Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) to 
protect this species under provisions of the Endangered Species Act (ESA). Laughing 
Jacobs Creek is identified as one of only four tributaries hosting a run of these 
salmonids (1992 East Lake Sammamish Basin and Nonpoint Action Plan).  
 
The entire forested, hillside 35-acre ISD PP property drains to Laughing Jacob Creek. 
Trees intercept approximately 50% of rainfall and both trees and forest duff soils act as  

 
….Continued 
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reservoirs to hold much of the rain that actually reaches the ground. Once trees and soil 
are removed, stormwater runoff increases dramatically. Furthermore, this site is 
composed of glacial till – cobble and sand – which is highly erosive. These soils also  
contain clay lenses which can redirect sub-surface water flows with unexpected results. 
 
Denuding the entire site of vegetation and soils, followed by cut-and-fill activities and 
retaining walls to level this site will dramatically alter hydraulic function. All runoff will be 
directed to Laughing Jacobs. Such a major change could result in a catastrophic 
change to the creek’s morphology. This happened in similar soils and circumstances to 
Lewis Creek on January 9th, 1990, when Lakemont Boulevard was under construction 
on Cougar Mountain to the west of Lake Sammamish. Trees, soils had been removed, 
detention ponds were undersized when a 25-year rainfall event occurred, resulting in 
massive failure of the Upper Canyon of Lewis Creek, and destabilization of the entire 
system. Even I-90 was threatened by the huge amount of mud, rock and debris that 
were carried down-stream and dammed up at the 6-foot diameter culvert under Newport 
Way and I-90. A glacial flour plume remained in the Lake for over a month. 
 
We understand that the school project will create a large area of impervious surface for 
roofs, play fields, roads and parking facilities on its 35-acre site. Furthermore, a new 
intersection on 228th will also result in additional new impervious surfaces.  All of this 
construction is in the watershed of Laughing Jacobs Creek that flows into Lake 
Sammamish, adjacent to the popular Lake Sammamish State Park. 
 
As I am sure you are aware, Lake Sammamish is a precious resource for King County 
as well as our community but it is threated by runoff, including contaminated 
stormwater, from new developments within the entire basin. Erosion and sediment 
generated by runoff over steep slopes from the top of the plateau to the lake add 
nutrients, primarily naturally-occurring phosphorus. Excess phosphorus is a serious 
threat to the health of Lake Sammamish because it increases aquatic growth and 
diminishes dissolved oxygen. Mitigations inherent in flow control are useful, but 
insufficient. Impervious surfaces substantially increase total runoff from all sites creating 
concerns.  One way to protect the lake and other resources such as Laughing Jacobs is 
to assure that existing vegetation is preserved on new development sites both as a low 
impact development mechanism for stormwater control, but also to address climate 
change challenges.  
 
Save Lake Sammamish urges you to condition this project to protect our valued 
environmental resources and critical areas by minimizing impervious footprint and 
retaining vegetation. Thank you for your consideration of our comments. 
 
Yours truly, 
 
 
 
Joanna Buehler 
SAVE LAKE SAMMAMISH     425-641-3008 
1430 NW Gilman Blvd. Suite 2    www.savelakesammamish.org 
PMB 2565 
Issaquah, WA 98027 
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August 15, 2020 
 
Mayor Karen Moran 
City of Sammamish 
 
Members, Sammamish City Council 
 
Dear Mayor Moran and Councilmembers: 
 
Re: Issaquah School District – Providence Point Project 
 
Save Lake Sammamish is an all-volunteer, non-profit Washington corporation founded 
in 1989 to protect the water quality of Lake Sammamish as well as the environmental 
benefits of its watershed and wildlife, including the wild, native Lake Sammamish 
Kokanee (Oncorhynchus nerka). SLS is very concerned about the potential detrimental 
impacts of this proposed project to both Laughing Jacobs Creek and to Lake 
Sammamish itself. Issaquah School District proposes the construction of a new high 
school, elementary school, stadium and associated parking and internal road system 
(ISD PP) 
 
Water quality and habitat values of Lake Sammamish are determined by land use within 
its watershed. Every tributary stream and storm drain in Issaquah and most in 
Sammamish impacts the continued viability of our unique Lake. Much community 
volunteer time and public monies (from building a sewer line between Issaquah and 
Renton in 1960’s, Basin Planning in 1990’s, to the City’s fish passage culvert and 
restoration on Ebright Creek last year), have been expended to protect and enhance 
water quality and quantity and to enable the survival of salmonids in the system.  
 
For more than three decades, much public effort has also been directed to protecting 
the unique land-locked Lake Sammamish Kokanee, including two petitions, to which the 
City of Issaquah was a co-petitioner, to the US Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) to 
protect this species under provisions of the Endangered Species Act (ESA). Laughing 
Jacobs Creek is identified as one of only four tributaries hosting a run of these 
salmonids (1992 East Lake Sammamish Basin and Nonpoint Action Plan).  
 
The entire forested, hillside 35-acre ISD PP property drains to Laughing Jacob Creek. 
Trees intercept approximately 50% of rainfall and both trees and forest duff soils act as 
reservoirs to hold much of the rain that actually reaches the ground. Once trees and soil 
are removed, stormwater runoff increases dramatically. Furthermore, this site is 
composed of glacial till – cobble and sand – which is highly erosive. These soils also  
contain clay lenses which can redirect sub-surface water flows with unexpected results. 

 
….Continued 
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Denuding the entire site of vegetation and soils, followed by cut-and-fill activities and 
retaining walls to create a level site will dramatically alter hydraulic function in the 
Laughing Jacobs basin. Such a major change could result in a catastrophic change to 
the creek’s morphology. This happened in similar soils and circumstances to Lewis 
Creek on January 9th, 1990, when Lakemont Boulevard was under construction on 
Cougar Mountain to the west of Lake Sammamish. Trees, soils had been removed, 
detention ponds were undersized when a 25-year rainfall event occurred, resulting in 
massive failure of the Upper Canyon of Lewis Creek, and destabilization of the entire 
system. Even I-90 was threatened by the huge amount of mud, rock and debris that 
were carried down-stream and dammed up at the 6-foot diameter culvert under Newport 
Way and I-90. A glacial flour plume remained in the Lake for over a month. 
 
We understand that the school project will create a large area of impervious surface for 
roofs, play fields, roads and parking facilities on its 35-acre site. Furthermore, a major 
new intersection on 228th will also result in additional new impervious surfaces.  All of 
this construction is in the watershed of Laughing Jacobs Creek that flows into Lake 
Sammamish, adjacent to the popular Lake Sammamish State Park. 
 
As I am sure you are aware, Lake Sammamish is a precious resource for King County 
as well as our community but it is threated by runoff, including contaminated 
stormwater, from new developments within the entire basin. Erosion and sediment 
generated by runoff over steep slopes from the top of the plateau to the lake add 
nutrients, primarily naturally-occurring phosphorus. Excess phosphorus is a serious 
threat to the health of Lake Sammamish because it increases aquatic growth and 
diminishes dissolved oxygen. Mitigations inherent in flow control are useful, but 
insufficient. Impervious surfaces substantially increase total runoff from all sites creating 
concerns.  One way to protect the lake and other resources such as Laughing Jacobs is 
to assure that existing vegetation is preserved on new development sites both as a low 
impact development mechanism for stormwater control, but also to address climate 
change challenges.  
 
Save Lake Sammamish urges you to oppose this project as it is currently proposed in to 
protect our valued, irreplaceable environmental resources and critical areas by 
minimizing impervious footprint and retaining vegetation. Thank you for your 
consideration of our comments. 
 
Yours truly, 
 
 
Joanna Buehler 
SAVE LAKE SAMMAMISH     425-641-3008 
1430 NW Gilman Blvd. Suite 2    www.savelakesammamish.org 
PMB 2565 
Issaquah, WA 98027 
 

 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



 
 
 
August 23, 2021 
 
Jacob Kuper, Chief of Finance and Operations 
Issaquah School District No. 411 
5150 220th Avenue S.E.  
Issaquah 98029 
via email mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
Dear Mr. Kuper: 
 
Re: Issaquah School District – SEPA Comments on Providence Heights Schools 
 
Save Lake Sammamish is an all-volunteer, non-profit Washington corporation founded 
in 1989 to protect the water quality of Lake Sammamish as well as the environmental 
benefits of its watershed and wildlife, including the wild, native Lake Sammamish 
Kokanee (Oncorhynchus nerka). SLS has previously commented on this proposal 
through the attached letters dated August 15, 2020 to both the Cities of Issaquah and 
Sammamish.  The concerns expressed in those letters remain today and indeed have 
become more critical as impacts from climate change become more severe.  
 
SLS requests that you withdraw the MDNS, enter a Determination of Significance (DS) 
and begin the scoping process for an environmental impact statement (EIS). This 
project, including the intersection work on 228th Ave. S.E., an intrinsic part of the 
project, is likely to have a significance adverse impact on the environment under SEPA 
regulations.  As a resident of the District, I am very disappointed to find a complete lack 
of meaningful environmentally protective conditions or mitigations to support your 
MNDS decision.  Indeed, in over forty years’ living on Lake Sammamish, this stands as 
one of the largest and most impactful projects considered by Issaquah or Sammamish - 
indeed on par with previous Master Plan Developments.  
 
Predictable consequences to water quantity (increased runoff) and quality from 
converting a forested site to impervious surface using clear-cutting and cut and fill 
grading methods are potentially disastrous to Laughing Jacobs Creek and downslope 
properties and could have major detrimental impacts on Lake Sammamish itself. Please 
see my attached letters dated August 15, 2020 for more specific details. Many of these 
impacts could occur simply from site preparation activities. Additional insults to the 
environment will come from both increased runoff and additional traffic.  
 
SLS appreciates that preparation of an EIS will involve some delay in the District’s 
current plans.  However, careful environmental review through the preparation of an EIS 
is appropriate to “fulfill the responsibilities of each generation as trustee of the  
 

 Continued… 
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Jacob Kuper, Chief of Finance and Operations 
Issaquah School District No. 411 
 
 
environment for succeeding generations” and to “assure for all people of Washington 
safe, healthful, productive and aesthetically and culturally pleasing surroundings” under 
SEPA policies in RCW 43.21C.020.  As one who has followed this process from the 
beginning, I note that the essential information necessary to prepare an EIS was 
available in the District’s project plans and descriptions more than two years ago.  An 
EIS prepared then could have focused on solutions to difficult environmental concerns 
and could have been completed by now.  Further, while we understand that SEPA does  
allow the District to be both environmental reviewer and project applicant 
simultaneously, as an educational entity particular care should be taken to avoid 
conflicts of interest and to fulfill its responsibility to the next generations of 
Washingtonians.   
 
In short, the terms of SEPA require the preparation of an environmental impact 
statement to assess the multiple environmental impacts of the District’s proposals for 
this environmentally fragile site for the reasons stated in my attached letters.  
 
Thank you for your consideration of SLS’ comments and for your careful consideration 
of these important issues. 
 
Yours truly, 
 
 
 
 
Joanna Buehler 
SAVE LAKE SAMMAMISH     425-641-3008 
1430 NW Gilman Blvd. Suite 2    www.savelakesammamish.org 
PMB 2565 
Issaquah, WA 98027 
 
Attachments: 2020-8-15 SLS Comments re ISD PP to Sammamish & Issaquah 
 
Cc:  Mayor Karen Moran, City of Sammamish <kmoran@sammamish.us> 

  
 Mayor Mary Lou Pauly, City of Issaquah MaryLouP@issaguahwa.gov  
 
 Lucy Sloman, City of Issaquah <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov> 

 

mailto:kmoran@sammamish.us
mailto:MaryLouP@issaguahwa.gov
mailto:LucyS@issaquahwa.gov
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Sierra Carson

From: Sheila Couey <skcouey426@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 7:43 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; 

dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Fwd: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the 

proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA 

Register No 202104221

Dear Mr. Mullins,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of 
Nonsignificance.  I support public education and routinely vote for school 
bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns 
with theMDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer 
the following examples:

The number of proposed compact designed structures istoo great for the 
proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and 
native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major 
environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a 
Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794.
Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lacksubstance, e.g., #4 “If 
contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs 
during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps 
will you take if contamination is found? 
Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; 
unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be 
prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall 
be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at 
the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” 
the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially 
with two schools on site.  
Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be 
discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically 
hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why 
is this intent not of environmental significance?
Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 
228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already congested, main arterial road, as well 
as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.    
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For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should 
be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of Significance should be issued, and a 

full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this 
proposed project are considered.  
 

The plot of land you are planning this project on is home to some very friendly 
deer and other four legged friends.  This project will have a disastrous effect on 
our surrounding natural habitat.  This area is so fortunate to still have Nature 
surrounding us.  This project will change our enviroment forever.  
 

Thank you for your time!! 
 

 

Sheila Couey 

 

3935 226th PL SE #208 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

405-640-2085 
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Sierra Carson

From: Lois Dounis <woodsclifflake@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 10:47 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: in-put

August 23, 2021

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects

Issaquah School District No. 411

5150 220th Avenue SE

Issaquah, WA 98029

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 

4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221.

Dear Mr. Mullins,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance. I always support 

public education and routinely vote for school. I am a retired teacher of 32 years and come from a family of 

educators. As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential environmental 

impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples:

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss 

of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result 

in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of 

Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794.

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or 

groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What 

specific steps will you take if contamination is found? 

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 

12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition 

shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the 

stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air 

pollution, especially with two schools on site. 

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing 

Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for 

endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance?
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Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this 

already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a 

Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before 

any further steps on this proposed project are considered. To me, the fact that the MDNS is being asked to be 

put in place indicates your awareness of the substantial damage that is going to take place to the 

environment and the surrounding area.  

Thank you. 

Lois Dounis 

22508 SE 45th Pl. 

Issaquah.  98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: cathy b <akcrb2@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2021 11:25 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth; dpyle@sammamish.us

Subject: ISD comments on EIS necessity

Dear ISD, City of Sammamish, City of Issaquah, 

Please consider this email as public comment regarding the ISD project proposal for a new high school and elementary 

school at Providence Point, from two Issaquah residents. 

Our specific concern is that ISD should be required to obtain an EIS, due to the obvious impact such a huge project 

would make on the surrounding area - to water, trees, wildlife, traffic, noise, light. Not requiring such a study gives the 

impression that the ISD committee plans to push forward their project without suitable consideration of its negative 

environmental impacts. 

Our general concerns relate to the scope of the project, and whether the committee is moving forward with a plan from 

2015 “just because” it can, without introspection regarding major changes in the last six years: declining enrollment, 

pandemic issues, and climate change issues. If ISD feels strongly it still needs another high school, why keep with the 

same plans after so much in the educational system has had to adapt to changes? Does ISD really need more huge 

athletic facilities in a fourth high school, or could current facilities be shared? Why not develop a school that prioritizes 

remote learning capabilities, limits/bans student vehicles, and develops safely-distanced learning centers on the 

campus? I think you’d be surprised at how many ISD families would prefer their high school students study at a less 

“typical” school model than the one that’s always been used. “Just because” you can build schools decided on in 2015 

doesn’t mean they will be sensible for 2022 and beyond. 

Best regards, 

Catherine Bersani 

(Retired mathematics teacher) 

Bill Tuttle 

(Grandparent of ISD students) 
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Sierra Carson

From: MD Jin <mdjin@hotmail.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 8:49 AM

To: Mullins, Tom   AD-Staff; 'dsreebny@gmail.com'; 'gorg12498@yahoo.com'; 

'brownrs@plu.edu'; 'wrightfamily310@hotmail.com'; 'osmerdave@outlook.com'; 

'dianeexreed@outlook.com'; 'Rick@aramburu-eustis.com'; 'yuchinliu@yahoo.com'; 

'miller4g@gmail.com'; 'kremer_70@yahoo.com'; 'm4m3hope@gmail.com'; 

'patrick.mullaney@stoel.com'; 'david@cascadegroup.com'; 'bill@cascadegroup.com'

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal;  dpyle@sammamish.us;  JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: ISD HS#4/ES#17:  SEPA Determination 2nd Revision

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for your email for SEPA determination 2nd revision.  I support public education and routinely vote for school 

bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are 

significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination 

of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this 

proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Maidong Jin 

Issaquah, WA 98029  

Email: mdjin@hotmail.com 
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Sierra Carson

From: ï»¿linda <lindafieldhouse@frontier.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 11:59 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; dpyle@sammamish.us; Cristina Haworth

Subject: ISD Proposed Building Site

Dear Committee Members 

Our question is,  

'Why/how is it possible for a governing body be allowed exclusion from submitting an EIS when its reason to be is for the 
safety of us all?  In our view those elected officials that vote for no EIS represent failure to all the members of 
communities affected. 

Thank you for considering our concern.  We are Issaquah residents. 

Linda Fieldhouse (206) 715-3705 
Peter Hersch        (206) 595-1338 
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Sierra Carson

From: Gretchen Galer <gretchenwsu63@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 22, 2021 11:22 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth; dpyle@sammamish.us

Subject: ISD’s finally environment draft

Dear Mr. Mullins and other interested people, 

As a product of public education and a former teacher I have always been a strong supporter of the schools. I believe we 

should be teaching not only information but also how to be a good community member.  Many young people today are 

very aware of climate change and the increasingly  negative impacts it is having on their lives.  They already know how 

important it is to protect our environment.   

ISD latest environment impact draft does NOT protect  the already fragile Providence Heights property.  I am sure you 

are receiving many letters stating the specific problems w/ this draft.  If the ISD plan goes into effect the environmental 

issues will continue to worsen every year.  The traffic on 228th is already bad and puts out lots of exhaust. Adding two 

schools and a football stadium will make it much worse.  This roadway already has an Issaquah high school and football 

stadium , jr.high school and elementary school.  Plus there two other non Issaquah high schools on 228th all of this 

within about two and a half miles.   Mother Nature can only take so much damage in an area before permanent 

problems take hold. 

Besides the environment there is P.R. for ISD in the coming years.  Making good tax paying, levy voting citizens 

frustrated w/ an even worse commute isn’t going to help the district pass future levies.  I think those of us living in this 

area already have more than our share of the district’s schools. 

Thank you for this chance to express my views. 

Gretchen Galer 

Thirty plus year Issaquah resident  

Sent from my iPad 
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From: Jacalyn Beckmann <jacalynbeckmann@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 1:37 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17 Project

August 19, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary 

School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance. I support public education and routinely 

vote for school bonds. As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS. The potential environmental impacts 

are significant. I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site. The resulting loss of significant tree 

canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental impact. This 

project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, 

discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.” What specific steps will you take if contamination is 

found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable. For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with field rules 

placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the 

idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.  

Reference #9. Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek. This creek is a 

designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of 

environmental significance? 
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Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.  

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn. Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed project 

are considered.  

Thank you. 

James Hall 

4225 223rd Pl SE Issaquah, WA 98029 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



1

Sierra Carson

From: Linda Brown <lindabrown531@msn.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 12:48 PM

To: Tom Mullins

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples:  

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794.  

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?   

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.    

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance?  

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.   

In past years I have always supported Issaquah School Districts bond issues.  I feel this project is a waste of taxpayer’s money 

and I will no longer support the ISD bond issues.  

Thank you. 

Linda L Brown  

22729 SE 43rd Court  

Issaquah, WA  98029 
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From: Michelle Denis <Michelle.Denis@hmcarchitects.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 6:46 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17

August 21, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  While I support public education 

and routinely vote for school bonds, as an Issaquah homeowner, I have serious concerns with the MDNS.  It’s bad enough to 

build a high school right next to an over-55 gated complex, bringing along the associated chaos, traffic, noise, and safety 

concerns to our peaceful community. But to do so with ZERO regard for the environmental impact of the school is reckless and 

disrespectful. In a time when we are all experiencing uncertainty with the pandemic along with racial unrest, a lack of police 

safety, inequality on many levels, and urgent climate concerns, I am shocked that the impact on the local environment is not 

of the highest priority. In essence, the City of Issaquah and the Issaquah School District is telling the world that you just don’t 

care – about the environment or the people who will be greatly affected by this action. 

The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     
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For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Please don’t let Issaquah miss this opportunity to do the right thing! 

Thank you, 

 

 

 

Michelle Denis 

3647 224th Place SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

(619) 787-5001 
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From: Mullaney, Patrick J. <patrick.mullaney@stoel.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 10, 2021 3:02 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth

Cc: thieler@issaquah.wednet.edu; David Reeve; Curtis Reeve

Subject: Issaquah School District MDNS Comment Letter(111921174.1) [SR-ACTIVE.FID4625049]

Attachments: Issaquah School District MDNS Comment Letter(111921174.1).pdf

Dear Mr. Mullins and Ms. Haworth: 

 Attach please find a SEPA MDNS comment letter submitted on behalf of the Bellewood senior living community. 

Sincerely, 

Patrick J. Mullaney 

Patrick J. Mullaney | Of Counsel 

STOEL RIVES LLP | 600 University Street, Suite 3600 | Seattle, WA 98101 

Direct: (206) 386-7532 | Mobile: (206) 612-7744 

patrick.mullaney@stoel.com | Bio | vCard | www.stoel.com 

To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

This email may contain material that is confidential, privileged, and/or attorney work product for the sole use of the intended 

recipient. Any unauthorized review, use, or distribution is prohibited and may be unlawful. 
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Patrick J. Mullaney
600 University Street, Suite 3600

Seattle, WA  98101
D. 206.386.7532

patrick.mullaney@stoel.com

August 10, 2021

VIA EMAIL AND FIRST CLASS MAIL

Ms. Cristina Haworth, Planning Consultant
City of Issaquah Community Planning and Development 
Dept.
P.O. Box 1307
Issaquah, WA 98027
cristinah@issaquahwa.gov

Issaquah School District 
Mr. Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects
5150 220th Avenue SE
Issaquah, WA 98029
mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Re: SEPA MDNS Issaquah School Dist. High School #4 and Elementary School #17 
Comment Letter and Public Records Request

Dear Ms. Haworth and Mr. Mullins:

We again write on behalf of Bellewood, a senior housing community located at 3710 
Providence Point Drive S.E.  As stated in Bellewood’s previous comment letter, Bellewood has 
been serving the citizens of Issaquah for over 34 years and is currently home to approximately 150 
residents.  Bellewood’s residents range in age from 74 to 99, with an average age of 84. 

A. SEPA Comments

Based on the District’s July 27, 2021 SEPA MDNS, the District appears to have ignored 
Bellewood’s prior comments regarding potential impacts of the proposed Issaquah School District 
High School #4 and Elementary School #17 (“School Project”) on Bellewood’s property and 
senior community.  Numerous articles and scientific studies demonstrate that senior-citizens are 
an exceptionally sensitive land use as they are prone to increased mental health issues including 
depression and suicide and that access to sunlight plays an important role in their mental health.1  

1 See e.g. M. Samefors, A. Tenglad & C.J. Ostgren: Sunlight Exposure and Vitamin D Levels in Older People-An 
Intervention Study in Swedish Nursing Homes, Vol. 24 Journal of Nutrition, Health & Aging, pp. 1047-1052 (2020); 
S. Penckofer, J. Kouba, M. Byren, and C. Estwing-Ferrans:  Vitamin D and Depression:  Where is all the Sunshine, 
Vol. 6 Issues in Ment. Health Nursing, pp. 385-393 (2011); A. Botek:  Seasonal Depression in the Elderly
www.agingcare.com/articles/winter-seasonal-affective-disorder-depression-149072.htm (11/23/2020) and studies 
cited in Bellewood’s previous comment letter.  
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A basic purpose of SEPA is to require that local governments consider environmental and 

ecological factors to the fullest extent when taking “major actions significantly affecting the 
quality of the environment.”2  Here, SEPA requires that the District take a reasoned look at the 
probable, significant adverse impacts of the School Project, including those on the Bellewood 
property and community.3  According to the Department of Ecology, it is advisable to withdraw a 
DNS if the lead agency determines that it needs time to reconsider the significance of the proposal, 
reassess mitigation needs, or to do additional investigation.4

SEPA’s ‘action-forcing’ procedures are designed to ensure that government agencies 
conscientiously and systemically consider environmental values and consequences in their 
decision-making processes.5  SEPA’s policies of full disclosure and consideration of 
environmental values apply to the District and require the District to duly consider environmental 
factors before a threshold determination of non-significance can be made.6  For this reason, 
SEPA’s threshold determination process compels the District to determine and document the 
environmental impacts of its proposed action so that adverse consequences may be avoided, 
mitigated or, at the very least, consciously chosen.7  

A threshold SEPA determination for the School Project necessitates preliminary 
environmental analysis in the form of a checklist that records actual consideration of 
environmental factors,8 and the District must make its threshold determination based upon 
information reasonably sufficient to evaluate the environmental impacts of the School Project 
proposal.9  Thus, as part of its decision not to prepare an EIS, the District must demonstrate that 
environmental factors were considered in a manner sufficient to amount to prima facie compliance 
with the procedural requirements of SEPA:10

The policy of [SEPA], which is simply to insure via a “detailed statement” the full 
disclosure of environmental information so that environmental matters can be given 

2 Lassila v. City of Wenatchee, 89 Wn.2d 804, 813, 572 P.2d 54 (1978).
3 RCW 43.21C.030(c).
4 State Environmental Policy Act Handbook, (DOE 2017 Updates), p. 28
5 RCW 43.21C.030; Richard L. Settle, The Washington State Environmental Policy Act, A Legal and Policy Analysis, 
§ 3.01[2], p. 3-4 (2017 Ed.) (hereinafter “SEPA Deskbook”).
6 Juanita Bay Valley Community Ass’n v. City of Kirkland, 9 Wn. App. 59, 65, 510 P.2d 1140, 1149 (1973); Gardner 
v. Pierce Cty. Bd. of Comm’rs, 27 Wn. App. 241, 245, 617 P.2d 743, 746 (1980).
7 RCW 43.21C.020(2); SEPA Deskbook, § 8.01, p. 8-1.
8 WAC 197-11-315(1)(a); Juanita Bay, 9 Wn. App. at 73 (“RCW 43.21C.030(2)(c) necessarily requires consideration 
of environmental factors by appropriate governing body . . . before it may be determined whether or not an 
Environmental Impact Statement must be prepared.”); SEPA Deskbook, §8.01, p. 8-3.
9 WAC 197-11-335; Moss v. City of Bellingham, 109 Wn. App. 6, 14, 31 P.3d 703 (2001).
10 Juanita Bay, 9 Wn. App. at 73, see also King County v. King County Boundary Review Board, 122 Wn.2d 648, 663, 
860 P.2d 1024 (1993) (court rejected attempt at deferred SEPA analysis of likely future impacts that flowed from 
proposed annexation decision); WAC 197-11-315 (additional analysis and documentation may be required if a 
checklist does not provide information reasonably sufficient to evaluate the impacts of a proposal).
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proper consideration during decision making, is thwarted whenever an incorrect 
“threshold determination” is made.11

Consistent with SEPA’s mandate that environmental values and information be fully 
considered by government decisionmakers,12 an EIS must be prepared “whenever more than a 
moderate effect on the environment is a reasonable probability.”13  In this case, the record is devoid 
of any evidence that the District meaningfully considered, let alone attempted to mitigate, the 
impacts of the School Project on Bellewood’s property and residents.  Therefore, to comply with 
SEPA, the District should withdraw the MDNS, and begin collecting relevant environmental 
information for inclusion in a limited-scope EIS before the District takes action on School Project 
so that its SEPA analysis can make “an important contribution to the decision-making process and 
will not be used to rationalize or justify decisions already made.”14 

Here, the District’s SEPA checklist and MDNS decision fail to analyze potential 
significant, adverse impacts on the Bellewood property and community and do not provide the full 
and detailed analysis required to evidence that the District followed SEPA’s “Rule of Reason”, 
which requires a reasonably thorough discussion of the significant aspects of the School Project.15  

Moreover, the District may a not rely upon the assumption that the School Project is not 
subject to meaningful SEPA review because the School Project may provide perceived benefits 
such as accommodating additional students.  WAC 197-11-330 requires that the District’s 
responsible official make an independent evaluation of the environmental checklist and supporting 
documents against the criteria established in WAC 197-11-330, which include consideration of the 
proposal’s absolute quantitative impacts and the fact that the same proposal may have a significant 
adverse impact in one location but not in another location.16

Per WAC 197-11-330(5):

A threshold determination shall not balance whether the beneficial aspects of a 
proposal outweigh its adverse impacts, but rather, shall consider whether a 
proposal has any probable significant adverse environmental impacts under the 
rules stated in this section. For example, proposals designed to improve the 
environment, such as sewage treatment plants or pollution control 
requirements, may also have significant adverse environmental impacts.

11 Norway Hill Preservation and Protection Ass’n v. King County, 87 Wn.2d 267, 273, 552 P.2d 674 (1976).
12 RCW 43.21C.030; WAC 197-11-030.
13 Norway Hill, 87 Wn.2d at 277-78; Bellevue v. King County Boundary Review Board, 90 Wn.2d 856, 586 P.2d 470 
(1978) (threshold determination overturned when record failed to show sufficient deliberation and consideration and 
contained little other than the conclusion that an EIS was unnecessary).
14 WAC 197-11-406.
15 City of Des Moines v. Puget Sound Reg'l Council, 98 Wn. App. 23, 35, 988 P.2d 27 (1999).
16 WAC 197-11-330(3)(a-c).
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Preparation of a of a limited scope EIS will provide an impartial discussion of significant 
environmental impacts that informs District’s decision-makers and the public of reasonable 
alternatives, including mitigation measures, that would avoid or minimize adverse impacts or 
enhance environmental quality.17  

In this case, an EIS is particularly important because it will document the extent to which 
the District has complied with the procedural and substantive requirements of SEPA, it can identify 
appropriate environmental mitigation, and it can form the basis upon which the District can make 
the balancing judgment mandated by SEPA between the benefits to be gained by the School Project 
and its impacts on the surrounding environment, including the Bellewood community.18  

B. Public Records Act Request

This Public Records Act (Ch. 42.56 RCW “PRA”) request relates to the District’s SEPA 
evaluation and supporting documentation for the District’s July 27, 2021, SEPA Mitigated 
Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS) New Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary 
School #17.  The requested records include, without limitation, all those referenced on page 1 of 
the SEPA MDNS, which states, in relevant part:  “This determination was made based on a review 
of the environmental checklist (SEPA checklist) and other information on file with the District and 
City of Issaquah . . . .  The responsible official finds this information reasonably sufficient to 
evaluate the environmental impacts of this proposal.”  

Washington’s PRA “is a strongly-worded mandate for open government, requiring broad 
disclosure of public records unless the responding agency demonstrates that the record falls within 
a specific exemption.”19  The PRA “clearly and emphatically prohibits silent withholding by 
agencies of records relevant to a public records request.”20

Pursuant to the PRA, Bellewood requests all non-exempt public records to include, without 
limitation, agreements; analyses; audio or video recordings; blueprints, charts; communications; 
computer files (including meta-data); notes; drafts (regardless of whether they resulted in a final 
document); electronic-mail; letters; memoranda; minutes; photographs; reports; studies; 
communications, both internal and with third-parties; and any other public record or document 
responsive to this request (collectively “Public Records”) on the following topics:

1. Please provide all Public Records that reference Bellewood;

17 WAC 197-11-400(2).
18 Juanita Bay, 9 Wn. App. at 68.
19 Rental Housing Ass’n of Puget Sound v. City of Des Moines, 165 Wn.2d 525, 527, 199 P.3d 393 (2009), citing 
RCW 42.56.070(1).  
20 Progressive Animal Welfare Soc. v. Univ. of Washington, 125 Wn.2d 243, 270, 844 P.2d 592 (1994).
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2. Please provide all Public Records that the District’s Responsible Official reviewed, 
considered, or relied upon to access the potential impacts of the School Project on Bellewood or 
other neighboring residential communities;

3. Please provide all Public Records that the District’s Responsible Official reviewed, 
considered, or relied upon to access the impacts of the School Project on senior citizens residing 
near the project site, including, without limitations, those residing at Bellewood; 

4. Please provide all Public Records that the District’s Responsible Official reviewed, 
considered, or relied upon to access the noise impacts of the School Project and potential mitigation 
of those impacts;

5. Please provide all Public Records that the District’s Responsible Official reviewed, 
considered, or relied upon to access the light/glare impacts of the School Project and potential 
mitigation of those impacts;

6. Please provide all Public Records that the District’s Responsible Official reviewed, 
considered, or relied upon to access the shadow and/or sunlight-reduction impacts of the School 
Project and potential mitigation of those impacts;

7. Please provide all Public Records that the District’s Responsible Official reviewed, 
considered, or relied upon to access the potential impacts of the loss of the forested buffer between 
the Bellewood site and the School Project and potential mitigation of those impacts;

8.  Please provide all Public Records that the District’s Responsible Official reviewed, 
considered, or relied upon regarding alternative site plans or other mitigation that would lessen the 
impacts of the School Project on the Bellewood site or the residents living there;

9. Please provide all Public Records related to the District’s decision not to relocate 
the ballfields, retaining wall or access drive to lessen the School Project impacts on the Bellewood 
Project;

10. Please provide all Public Records related to the District’s decision to remove the 
majority of the forested buffer between the School Project Site and the Bellewood Property; 

11. Please provide all environmental information referenced on page 1 of the MDNS; 
and

12. Please provide all Public Records including, without limitation, notes, memoranda, 
e-mails or other written communications, whether internal or with third-parties related to the 
subjects addressed in requests 1-11.  

If the District refuses to permit public inspection or copying of particular records, the 
burden of proof is on the District to establish that its refusal is in accordance with a provision that 
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exempts or prohibits PRA disclosure.21  In such cases, the PRA requires that the District provide 
“a statement of the specific exemption authorizing the withholding of the record (or part) and a 
brief explanation of how the exemption applies to the record withheld.”22  The District’s 
explanation or exemption log must include the type of information that would enable a reviewing 
court, to make a threshold determination on whether the District has properly claimed the alleged 
exemption.23  

In closing Bellewood renews its request for a meeting with the District and the City to 
discuss its concerns, and it would welcome the opportunity to work cooperatively on a practical 
solution.  If you would like to schedule a meeting, or have any questions regarding Bellewood’s 
concerns or its PRA request, please contact me at 206-612-7744.  I look forward to receipt of the 
District’s PRA response letter within five days as required by RCW 42.56.520. 

Sincerely,

Patrick J. Mullaney via e-signature

Patrick J. Mullaney

cc: Client
Mr. Ron Thiele, Issaquah School District Superintendent
thieler@issaquah.wednet.edu

21 RCW 42.56.550(1). 
22 RCW 42.56.210(C); Gronquist v. Dept. of Licensing, 175 Wn. App. 729, 742-43, 309 P.3d 538 (2013).  
23 Id., Sanders v. State, 169 Wn.2d 827, 846, 240 P.3d 120 (2010) (“Claimed exemptions cannot be vetted for 
validity if they are unexplained).
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From: amacaulay@cox.net

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 3:51 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us; Cynthia Wirtz

Subject: Issaquah School District Project

August 24, 2021

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects

Issaquah School District No. 411

5150 220th Avenue SE

Issaquah, WA 98029

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah 
High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221.

Dear Mr. Mullins,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I certainly 
support public education, my two children both graduated from Issaquah High School and have done 
very well for themselves.

I own property in Center Village of Providence Point at 4214  221st Place SE, #1562.

I lived in King County from approximately 1958 through 1992; and I plan to make my main residence 
in my Providence Point property in the near future.   

As far as understanding conditions around and within a high school, please note that I taught school 
four years at Dimmitt Jr. High School, one year at Renton High School and 20 years at Charles A. 
Lindbergh High School.
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The potential impacts to the environment and the adjacent neighborhood are significant.  Alleging that 
these are non-significant really does not wash. 

There will be significant loss of tree canopy, wetlands, native vegetation, and most of site will be 
covered with structures and impermeable surfaces. This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a 
Determination of Significance is required by WAC 197-11-794. 

Drainage from this site will not be particularly clean, and it will contaminate soil, surface waters and 
groundwater.  This area drains into Laughing Jacobs Creek, which drains into Lake 
Sammamish.  The creek and lake are salmon spawning areas, as well as recreation.  Laughing 
Jacobs Creek was designated a “Significant Wildlife Corridor” by King County , affording native 
animals access to Lake Sammamish. Bears and Bobcats are commonly seen on the plateau plus 
many smaller animals and birds.   

Noise; there will be plenty of noise, we can expect amplified announcements and music anytime there 
are practices, games, or any events on the fields.  Parking lots will contribute idling cars producing 
more noise and pollutants. 

Lights will be bright, and will spill over, and will detract from this area which now has reasonably dark 
skies.                                                                                                                                              

Here are some suggestion for this project, drawing from my knowledge of the area and my 
experience with high schools. 

Keep a good barrier between the school property and the neighbors.  Keep the mature trees and add 
a barrier of thorny bushes.  (And please don’t tell there will be no students hanging out at that back 
fence.) 

Put the parking lots and athletic fields along 228th Street.  This would helpful your neighbors with 
noise, light spillover, etc. 

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be 
withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental 
Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed project are considered. This 
project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required by WAC 197-
11-794. 

  

Thank you for your attention to this. 

  

Amy MacAulay 

4920 North 77th Place, Scottsdale, AZ 85251  

1-480 695-3159    amacaulay@cox.net 
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cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; 

JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



1

Sierra Carson

From: David Pyle <dpyle@sammamish.us>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 12:57 PM

To: Mullins, Tom   AD-Staff

Cc: Jeff Elekes; Dave Rudat; Lisa Marshall

Subject: Issaquah School District Providence Heights Campus - ES#17-HS#4 SEPA MDNS City of 

Sammamish Comments and Concerns

Attachments: City_of_Sammamish_ISD_Providence_Heights_Campus_SEPA_MDNS_Comment_Letter_08

_24_2021.pdf

Mr. Mullins, 

Please find attached comment letter from the City of Sammamish regarding the Issaquah School District Providence 

Heights Campus ES#17-HS#4 SEPA MDNS. 

For our records, we are asking that ISD confirm receipt of our letter with a simple reply to this email. 

Thank you, 

David Pyle 

Director, Department of Community Development 

City of Sammamish 

425-295-0521

dpyle@sammamish.us

***During the Covid19 event I am working remotely from City Hall. I will do my best to respond to email and voicemail

communications received and appreciate your patience.***

Please be aware that email communications with members of the City Council, City Commissioners, or 
City staff are public records and are subject to disclosure upon request. 
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August 24, 2021 

 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

 

 

RE: Issaquah School District Providence Heights Campus - ES#17-HS#4  

       City of Sammamish SEPA MDNS Comments and Concerns 

 

 

Mr. Mullins,  

 

The City of Sammamish (City) is in receipt of original and revised State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) 

Mitigated Threshold Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS) transmittals and supporting 

documentation initially provided by the Issaquah School District (ISD) on July 27, 2021.  The City is aware 

that the revised public comment deadline on ISD’s SEPA MDNS has been extended to August 24, 2021.  

 

The City acknowledges that permitting for a project that crosses jurisdictional boundaries is inherently 

complicated and the City’s permit authority only pertains to that portion of the project that is located 

within the City’s Right-of-Way (228h Ave SE). However, the City does have concerns regarding 

development of the site as the ultimate site design could potentially result in impacts that have a further 

reach into the City of Sammamish beyond that segment of 228th Ave SE where Right-of-Way 

improvements are needed.  

 

City Staff have reviewed the project SEPA Checklist provided with the notice and have identified several 

areas of concern or areas where we feel additional information is warranted to adequately support ISD’s 

determination that an MDNS is appropriate for this project. The City also has general comments 

regarding the project that we feel are essential to address for overall project success. 

 

 

 

 

mailto:mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu
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SEPA MDNS Comments - As an agency counterpart with jurisdiction, the City of Sammamish offers the 

following comments on ISD’s SEPA MDNS: 

 

1) MDNS Lead Agency Statement (Bottom of Page 1) 

a. The lead agency statement does not mention City of Sammamish as a permitting agency 

for this project.  

 

2) Conditions of MDNS (Pages 2, 3, and 4) 

a. Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Need to add specificity to the conditions of 

approval. For example, who determines compliance with each condition? When is 

compliance determined adequate? How is compliance determined adequate? Each 

condition needs to be clear as to when a condition has been met. What about 

monitoring enforcement or revision? Who will handle complaints for School District 

specific issues? When is the City of Issaquah or the City of Sammamish responsible for 

determining compliance? When is the City of Issaquah or the City of Sammamish 

responsible for receiving and responding to complaints regarding inadequate 

implementation of conditions? Who ultimately is responsible for overseeing 

implementation of each condition supporting the MDNS?  

b. Mitigation Measures vs. Already Applicable Codes: If the condition is simply citing a city 

code or WAC requirement, it is not a mitigating condition/measure as it is already a 

prescriptive requirement and the project cannot claim “mitigation” by applying already 

applicable codified requirements. If the condition is unique from existing code or WAC 

requirements or is a refinement or restrictive version of an already existing code or WAC 

requirement, then ISD may take claim of a mitigation measure being applied. 

c. General Conditions (#1 a through j): The construction mitigation implementation plan 

should identify who has jurisdiction for the various permits and who is responsible for 

oversight. Noise generating activities are assumed to take place after 9:00 am.  This 

section should identify City of Sammamish allowed work hours for ingress/egress, and 

for any work on 228th and should make reference to City of Sammamish construction 

hours and the process for any exceptions. 

d. Vegetated Buffer (#2):  Define what is meant by vegetation. What is the function of the 

buffer? (e.g. emergent vegetation provides a different function than does shrubs or 

trees) Who is responsible for maintaining it and ensuring its function? 

e. Earth (#6): Mitigation measure #6 should reference that separate permits are required 

for any work within the boundaries of the City of Sammamish vs any permits required 

by the City of Issaquah for the Construction General Stormwater permit(s). 

f. Water (#9): Mitigation measure #9 should reference that separate permits are required 

for any work within the boundaries of the City of Sammamish vs any permits required 

by the City of Issaquah for the Construction General Stormwater permit(s). 
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g. Transportation (#20): Mitigation measure #20 needs to discuss the segment of 

improvements along 228th Avenue SE as follows. 

i. Include/add mitigation measures addressing the transition along 228th Ave SE 

from 43rd to the southern School District property line;  

ii. Include/add mitigation measures regarding the School boundaries for both the 

Elementary and High School and how these impacts the traffic assumptions and 

out related outcomes which in turn require mitigation.  The MDNS does not 

discuss the potential impacts of future boundary changes that could impact 

traffic operations. 

h. Transportation (#22): Mitigation measure #22 should include a bike lane. 

SEPA Checklist Comments: As an agency counterpart with jurisdiction, the City of Sammamish offers the 

following comments on ISD’s SEPA Checklist: 

1) Background 

a. Item #6; Schedule needs to be updated. 

b. Item #8; Documents are listed but not provided as part of the Checklist.  

c. Item #8; are these the most recent versions of these documents? 

d. Item #12; Map on page 5 of 22 should clearly identify the city limits of each city. 

2) Earth 

a. Item #H; This section needs to discuss the permits and TESC that will required by the 

City of Sammamish for any work along 228th Avenue SE. 

3) Water 

a. Item #c1; This section should reference that separate permits are required for any work 

within the boundaries of the City of Sammamish vs any permits required by the City of 

Issaquah for the Construction General Stormwater permit(s). 

b. Item #c3;  This section should clearly definite elements that in the City of Sammamish 

and elements that are in the City of Issaquah.  The section should note the different 

manuals used by each agency and the differences of each manual and should address 

how water collected on impervious surfaces located within the City of Issaquah 

jurisdiction that flow into surface water systems (ditches, streams, and wetlands) 

located in the City of Sammamish jurisdiction will be handled and what supporting 

analysis of the combined system impacts on downstream resources has been done. 

4) Transportation 

a. Item #a; The requirement for City of Sammamish permits should be listed (again). 

b. Item #f; This section needs to provide details regarding the actual school boundaries 

used for the traffic modeling and what happens if the boundaries are changes such that 

new impacts occur to the City of Sammamish Transportation network. 
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General Comments - In addition to the SEPA Checklist and MDNS comments listed above, the City of 

Sammamish has the following comments on ISD’s Providence Heights Campus Project: 

 

1) Right-of-Way Permit Needed: Necessary project frontage improvements will be constructed 

within City of Sammamish Right-of-Way. A Type B Right-of-Way permit is required from the City 

of Sammamish. This Right-of-Way permit will incorporate traffic control, stormwater 

management, frontage improvements, pedestrian improvements, traffic signalization, traffic 

management measures, and any necessary right of way dedications. To date the City has not 

received application for Right-of-Way permit.  

 

The City has, on several occasions, requested that ISD submit application for Right-of-Way 

permit early to ensure City staff have had adequate opportunity to complete formal review of 

ISD’s proposed Right-of-Way design and supporting documentation. The City remains concerned 

that ISD will submit application for Right-of-Way permit at a late point in the broader permit 

process not allowing adequate time for City permit review thereby pressuring the City to 

complete review in a short timeframe and limiting the City’s ability to complete comprehensive 

review of the application under the premise that the City is holding up the project.  

 

Further, the City is concerned that formal review of ISD Right-of-Way permit application could 

result in need for additional SEPA conditions if additional issues are identified once the City 

finally has opportunity to complete formal proper permit review. This could result either in the 

need for issuance of a revised SEPA Threshold Determination (or addendum) or this may result 

in an appeal challenge on the adequacy of SEPA analysis and appropriateness of the current ISD 

issued SEPA MDNS if a revised Threshold Determination is not issued to incorporate possible 

concerns raised by City Right-of-Way permit review. 

 

2) Inter-Local Agreement Needed: The City has requested ISD consider implementing inter-local 

agreement (ILA) with the City to address City concerns regarding potential long-term impacts on 

City of Sammamish transportation infrastructure resulting from the development of this 

proposed school campus. The City believes ILA is the best tool to address long term City 

concerns and may also be used to address City and ISD Right-of-Way design related concerns. 

ILA would be beneficial in this situation as it helps clarify how various issues will be addressed by 

each party. The City is committed to continuing discussion regarding setting up an ILA and will 

be meeting with ISD on this topic in the coming weeks, however the City is concerned that the 

timing of the ILA discussion is outside of ISD’s SEPA MDNS comment window and that the ILA 

process requires involvement of both the City Council and ISD School Board. Additional time is 

needed to complete the ILA process. 

 

If issues such as mitigation measures necessary to address possible traffic impacts resulting from 

changing school boundaries/attendance maps are not addressed through an ILA, the City is 
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concerned that significant adverse environmental impacts could occur. The City would prefer to 

address issues such as these though an ILA before construction permits are issued to construct 

the school campus. If these issues are not addressed through ILA before permits are issued for 

construction of the Providence Heights campus, a revised SEPA Threshold Determination (or 

addendum) may need to be issued or this may result in an appeal challenge on the adequacy of 

SEPA analysis and appropriateness of the current ISD issued SEPA MDNS. 

 

3) Clarification on Stormwater Management Needed: It is unclear how stormwater will be 

handled across jurisdictions. How will the differences between the City of Sammamish 

stormwater regulations and the City of Issaquah stormwater regulations will be addressed and 

how will impacts, if any, to downstream resources from this combined system be mitigated? We 

are seeking clarity on how water collected on impervious surfaces located within the City of 

Issaquah jurisdiction that flow into surface water systems (ditches, streams, and wetlands) 

located in the City of Sammamish jurisdiction will be handled and what supporting analysis of 

the combined system impacts on downstream resources has been done. This should be 

addressed either through revision to permit application technical documents or by providing an 

additional umbrella stormwater management plan that covers the entire project site and 

comprehensively describes how stormwater will be managed with this project. 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the project SEPA checklist and ISD issued SEPA Mitigated 

Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS). As a counterpart agency with jurisdiction we look forward to 

learning how our comments will be addressed, please retain the City as a party of record on this project 

and with this SEPA Threshold Determination. We look forward to further collaboration with ISD on the 

Providence Heights ES#17-HS#4 Campus project. If clarification on City comments is needed, please 

contact me directly at dpyle@sammamish.us .  

 

 

ELECTRONIC LETTER SENT VIA EMAIL ON 08/24/2021 

 

 

David Pyle 

Director, Department of Community Development 

City of Sammamish 

 

Cc: Dave Rudat, City Manager 

      Jeff Elekes, City Public Works Department Director 

      Lisa Marshall, City Attorney 

mailto:dpyle@sammamish.us
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From: Sondra Erickson <sondraerickson@me.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 9:36 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Subject: Issaquah schools

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

As with others in the Providence Point community, we too are concerned about the issues laid out by so many of our 

neighbors. We agree with the environmental impacts presented by Providence Point home owners who will be so 

negatively effected by the construction and resulting school attendance. 

These difficult and uncertain times that may alter the number of children able to attend and participate in the schools 

and activities in the future is anther concern. The MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn. Instead, a 

Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further 

steps on this proposed project are considered. 

Jim and Sondra Erickson 

3666 224th Pl SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

cc:  cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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From: Gary Webb <gary@hostiq.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 12:20 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Letter

Attachments: Ltr to Tom Mullins.docx
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August 21, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No. 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public 

education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with 

the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting 

loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will 

result in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a 

Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or 

groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What 

specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, 

# 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this 

condition shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the 

entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not 

negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing 

Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for 

endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on 

this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential 

neighborhoods.     

“Given the size, complexity, and long-term impact of the project on the environment, on potential 

students, and citizens of Issaquah and Sammamish, a Determination of Significance (DS) with an 

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is essential.” 

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a 

Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before 

any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Gary & Loris Webb 
4535 Providence Point Place SE  
Unit 105 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
  
 
cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us  

mailto:mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu
mailto:cristinah@issaquahwa.gov
mailto:minnied@issaquahwa.gov
mailto:dpyle@sammamish.us
mailto:JElekes@sammamish.us
mailto:kmoran@sammamish.us
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From: Pamela Cromarty <crom2arty@msn.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 3:17 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; minnied@issaquah.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; 

JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: MDNS

Dear  Mr. Mullins, 

I consider the MDNS for the Providence Heights site to be way too vague.  I believe a full EIS should be 

prepared before Issaquah proceeds further.   

I live in Providence Point very close to the boundary with the Providence Heights site.  I have many concerns 

but the one that is most troublesome to me is surface water runoff.  My ground floor condo and garage are 

just downhill of the boundary.  Very likely they would be affected by runoff.   

I urge you to have an EIS. 

Sincerely 

Pamela Cromarty 

22440 SE 42nd Terrace 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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From: Lorna Rabe <rabel5742@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 3:37 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us; Lorna Rabe

Subject: MDNS comments

Attachments: letter to Tom Mullins.pdf

Dear Mr. Mullins,
Please read my attached letter concerning the proposed Issaquah High School #4.

Sincerely,

Lorna Rabe
22535 SE Highland Circle #306
Issaquah, WA 98029

RabeL5742@gmail.com
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Sierra Carson

From: Ellen Bondi <elbo1958@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 11:25 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; minnied@issaquah.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; 

JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: MDNS draft

August 19, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Ellen Bondi 
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4329 Providence Point Place SE 

Issaquah WA  98029 

  

Phone number (optional)  

  

cc:   cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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From: Slight <slight826@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 3:34 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: MDNS for Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221.

August 24, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins: 

As an Issaquah homeowner, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant, including: 

1.  The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of

significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation; and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major

environmental impact.  This is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under

WAC 197-11-794.

2.  Most of your proposed measures lack substance, for example, #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if

contamination is found?

3.  Your means for enforcing environmental impacts are vague and unenforceable.  For example,# 12: “…use of

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.”

# 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars, this will not negate the added air pollution with two schools on 

the site.   

4. #9: Your proposed plan calls for stormwater site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a

designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon, surely of

environmental significance.

5. The impact of 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. on this currently congested arterial, as well as on

nearby roads and residential neighborhoods, is not addressed.

For these reasons, a Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared 

before any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you for your consideration, 

Sarah Light 

22527 SE 38 Terr, Issaquah 98029 
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From: sondra hopper <sondraahopper@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 11:35 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: MDNS for Issaquah High School #4, Elementary School #17, Ecological SEPA Register 

No.202104221

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I support public education and I routinely vote for school bonds.  However, I have great concerns with the MDNS.  The 

potential environmental impacts are significant.  See the following: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a MAJOR ACTION for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g. #4 “if contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction…Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found? 

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’ are vague, and unenforceable.  For instance, #12…"use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00 PM and 8:00 AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding #19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting are does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site. 

Reference #9. Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon.  Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods. 

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination 

of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this 

proposed project are considered. 

Thank you. 

Sondra Hopper 

22404 SE 36th Lane 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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From: Lois Meryman <lmeryman@hotmail.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 8:06 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: MDNS FOR PROPOSED NEW SCHOOLS AT PROVIDENCE POINT

August 19, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take 

if contamination is found? 

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site. 

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods. 

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered. 

Thank you. 

Lois Meryman 

3637 225th PL SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Phone number 206-910-5015 
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From: Dorothy Hubbard <doe@neddoe.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 22, 2021 10:24 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; Cristina Haworth

Subject: MDNS revised determination

August 19, 2021 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Edward and Dorothy Hubbard 

3677 – 224th PL SE  Issaquah, WA 98029 

425-883-9825 
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From: Richard H Kerr <kerrrichardh32@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 1:18 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; 

dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: MDNS SEPA Register No 202104221

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Ave SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigation Determination of Non-significance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School #4 and 

Elementary School #17, Ecological SEPA Register No. 202104221 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

When I voted years ago to support inclusion of the Providence Point area into the Issaquah municipal district, I never 

dreamed of the betrayal of public trust that this horrible construction project represents. This MDNS would be 

considered a farce were it not for the insulting affront it presents-not just to Providence Point homeowners-but to all 

neighborhoods along 128th Avenue SE and SE 43rd Way. 

 These thoroughfares and the Round-About at East Lake Sammamish Parkway are already severely congested. The 

Issaquah Police Department does absolutely nothing to enforce speed limits along these routes already dangerous to 

negotiate. Traffic from these proposed schools would exacerbate this situation dramatically and significantly compound 

the difficulty of getting to and from places of employment for hundreds of citizens on the Issaquah Plateau.  There is no 

mystery over the fact that more accidents and traffic-related deaths would increase as a natural consequence!  

The high negative environmental impact of loss of tree canopy, wetlands, native vegetation, contamination of Laughing 

Jacobs Creek, and destruction of the endangered Kokanee Salmon spawning grounds are just a few of the consequences 

totally ignored in what is clearly a premeditated and deliberate attempt to avoid public scrutiny of the serious negative 

impacts of this proposed construction. 

There has never been a project more deserving of a Determination of Significance under  WAC 197-11-794 than this 

one! 

 Withdraw this MDNS and submit a full Environmental Impact statement before any further steps are taken on this 

disastrous project. You and the Issaquah school district owe this to all of us.  

Sincerely, 

Richard H. Kerr 

4406 Providence Point Place SE, Unit 307 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

206-953-1045

kerrrichardh@comcast.net
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From: Diane Phillips <dianekphillips1@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 12:42 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: MDNS

Dear Mr Mullins: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance. 

I definitely support public education as I was a previous school teacher. 

As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.   

The potential environmental impacts are significant.   

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree coverage, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.   

This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance. For example, #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater 

is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found? 

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague and unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use 

of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination 

of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this 

proposed project are considered. 

Thank you. 

Diane Phillips 

22473 SE Highland Terrace 

Issaquah, Wa 98029 

Sent from my iPhone 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



1

Sierra Carson

From: Klina Dupuy <klinatravels@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 22, 2021 9:38 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance

August 19, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   
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Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.  Has Sammamish agreed 

to making improvements to accommodate the increased traffic?    

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Klina Dupuy 

3661 224th PL SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

  

  

cc:  cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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From: Althea Peterson <altheagr@msn.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 22, 2021 3:06 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: More Thorough Mitigation Study Required

August 22, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take 

if contamination is found? 

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site. 

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods. 

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered. 

Thank you. 

Althea S. Peterson 

4447 Providence Point Place SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

425-427-9642 
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From: Lori Saccardi <lorisaccardi87@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 22, 2021 1:09 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us

Subject: New Elementary and High  School EIS

August 19, 2021

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects

Issaquah School District No. 411

5150 220th Avenue SE

Issaquah, WA 98029

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.

Dear Mr. Mullins,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an 

Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with theMDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples:

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, 

and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is 

required under WAC 197-11-794.

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… 

Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if contamination is found? 

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 

10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the 

stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.  

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area 

and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance?

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other 

nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.    

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full 

Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed project are considered. 

Lori Saccardi

22425 SE Highland Lane 

Issaquah WA

914-844-7941

cc:cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us;
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From: Gary Reul <garyreul74@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, October 9, 2021 5:45 PM

To: Cristina Haworth; wghiora@gmail.com; robinpoe@gmail.com

Subject: New high and elementary schools

From: Dr. Gary Reul 

To: City of Issaquah Development Commissioners 

Christana Haworth, Senior Planning Consultant for Issaquah 

Issaquah School Board Candidates: Wendy Ghiora and Robin Poe 

I am a retired educator who worked in the field of education as a secondary school teacher and counselor, district 

administrator, OSPI state administrator, and college professor over a period of 48 years. I have many concerns about the 

construction of a high school and elementary school on the former Providence Heights property. 

!. The land space is far too small for the construction of these two large facilities. 

2. Only one entrance and exit to a busy street is problematic.

3. The proximity to a retirement facility housing more than 1,350 residents, with the average age of 78, is also

problematic.

4. With a large stadium at Skyline High School there is no reason to build another stadium so close together - a waste of

money. There are a number of school districts that have only one stadium feeding more than one school. One example -

Northshore School District has four high schools and one stadium.

5. Enrollment is dropping. Issaquah opened a new elementary school this year and another one is completing

construction. There will be a rather large surplus of unused classroom space if the elementary school planned for this

property is constructed.

There are many more reasons I could present - cost savings, environmental impact, impervious surfaces, endangered 

Kokanee salmon, etc. Letters too long go unread. 

I am a firm supporter of the public school system, having worked there for so many years. I would hope that the 

concerns I have expressed, and the concerns of others, are being heard. This whole project should be reconsidered. 
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From: Diana Greenough <catsanddogs60@msn.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 3:11 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: New School at Issaquah Highlands Providence Point

August 20, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects  

Issaquah School District No. 411  

5150 220th Avenue SE  

Issaquah, WA 98029  

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221.  

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples:  

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794.  

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?   

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.    

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance?  

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.   

The following are reasons that the Issaquah School District and the City of Issaquah should not build in such a small piece of 

land, with two (2) schools and stadium.  
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1. Too much traffic and there would be lines of cars coming and going into the schools. There would be stressed parents 

and there is enough stress in the world.   

2. There would also be the residential neighbors, which are very close to this project and would have their privacy 

disturbed.  

3. This project needs to be where there is more land and in a more commercial area.  

4. Whoever came up with this site for such a project was not thinking about a win-win situation. I feel that the people 

involved with this project are not caring in doing the right thing for the people or the environment or the habitat.  

5. So, get your act together and find another site.  

6. By the way, I don't care how much time has been spent on this project. It should have been done right the first time 

when there were questions right of the bat. But no, there was someone involved or several people who didn't care. 

7.  

 

Thank you.  

Diana Greenough  

4226  221st  Place SE  

Issaquah, WA  98029 

  

cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us  
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From: Lois Meryman <lmeryman@hotmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 8:30 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Opposing MDNS for New Issaquah Schools

August 21, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take 

if contamination is found? 

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site. 

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods. 

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered. 

Thank you. 

Elizabeth Grubbs 

3637 225th PL SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Phone number 206-484-0916 
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From: Brooks 2020 <carver2020@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 9:47 AM

To: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; jelekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Please allow my voice to be heard

Attachments: SEPA Response  Letter Final.docx

---------- Forwarded message --------- 

From: Brooks 2020 <carver2020@gmail.com> 

Date: Fri, Aug 20, 2021, 9:43 AM 

Subject: Please allow my voice to be heard 

To: <mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu> 
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From: Judy A Grant <judya.grant@icloud.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 4:08 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Chris CELL; kmoran@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; dpyle@sammamish.us; 

Minnie Dhaliwal; Cristina Haworth

Subject: Proposed 2 schools in Issaquah school District (ISD) at Providence Point 

ReSending this with all cc:’s in case they weren’t all delivered. 

August 24, 2021

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of 

Nonsignificance.   I support public education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an 

Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.   

 The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures istoo great for the proposed 

site.  The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, 

and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental impact.  This 

project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is 

required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lacksubstance, e.g., #4 “If 

contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during 

construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take 

if contamination is found?  
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Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; 

unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited 

between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the 

stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not 

negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be 

discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically 

hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

 

Finally, and very importantly, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily 

vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already congested, main arterial 

road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

We are  extremely concerned about the huge traffic increase.  This is one main reason 

we moved here to our 55+ Providence Point home.  We want to maintain our lower 

traffic patterns here. We moved here from living in a nearby neighborhood Bellevue 

High School plus an elementary in the Bellevue District. Those were walkable and 

many children walked the residential area.  

55+ residents need easy , fast access to the local hospitals, doctors offices, and not to 

sit in our cars and wait in long lines of traffic and idling cars. This is also a medical 

emergent issue as there’s no proposed shoulders on the busy road 228th. What needs 

to be addressed is,  if building a school on the property, making very wide sidewalks 

so residents can walk safely up and down 228th. It needs to be walkable for everyone 

and NOT just built for school busses and cars.   

 

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be 

withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full 

Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

 

Judy & Chris Grant 

22707 SE 43rd Ct 

Issaquah WA  98029 

  

206-465-5489 
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cc:

cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes

@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us 

  
 

Sent from my iPhone 
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From: CAROL G SCHMIDT <CARO8122@msn.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 10:06 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; 

dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Proposed High School Number 4

August 24, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411  
5150 220th Avenue SE  
Issaquah, WA 98029  

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221.  

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance. I support public education 

and routinely vote for school bonds. I am employed by the Bellevue School District as a high school history teacher. As 

an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS. The potential environmental impacts are significant. 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site. The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact. This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-

11-794.

I know from evacuation emergencies at Bellevue High which has 3 exits from its hilltop that the Issaquah plan is 

inadequate for normal commuting…nevermind an emergency.  I ask that the Issaquah School District planners come to 

Bellevue High and see for themselves just the regular daily commute of a school site designed in the 1940s trying to 

adjust to a modern community’s commuting habits.  

Then there is the environment.  Originally the site held a quiet convent and upper level school.  At most a few hundred 

people…not the 2000 thousand or more planned by Issaquah Schools. The green scaping allowed for a diversity of plant 

and animal life.  For many months of the year I am serenaded by a chorus of frogs.  Frogs are an indicator of 

environmental health.  These lovely creatures will disappear when the site is asphalted.  

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.  Again, I will refer to 

Bellevue High.  Despite efforts to limit student and parent parking/drop-offs, traffic does back-up to surrounding streets. 

Neighbors get very unhappy.  There is also an air-quality issue with so many cars idling.  

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn. Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this 

proposed project are considered.  

Thank you.  
Carol Gisela Schmidt  
AP World Teacher/Bellevue High 
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4109 224th Lane SE #303  
Issaquah, WA 98029  
425-392-0512  
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From: Nancy Jackson <nanalovescats@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 22, 2021 3:47 PM

To: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Proposed Schools Determination of Significancemormoran@

We are sending this letter to you in order to express our deep concern regarding the Draft  Revised Determination of 

Non Significance for the proposed Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17 proposed by Tom Mullins, 

Director of Capital Projects. 

Having lived in Providence Point for the past twenty years we have been  witness to the phenomenal growth in the 

area  that has resulted in severe congestion on the roads in the vicinity.  The impact that would result from construction 

of these schools would be remarkable.  Not only traffic congestion due to the multi- lane addition proposed on 

228th  but the increased contamination due to removal of the trees  & natural habitat on the property.  The negative 

impact this would have on Jacobs Creek and Lake Sammamish has not been established..  In the event of a heavy rain 

there should be consideration of the potential flood waters that could overwhelm the drainage system and travel down 

the large cemented areas on 228th & deluge the homes & condos situated below the road both in Providence Point & 

the private surrounding developments. 

The potential environmental impacts are significant.  As tax paying & voting residents of Issaquah we wish to be 

heard.  Conduct a full environmental impact study on this proposed project. 

Thank You, 

Nancy Jackson & Cliff Ferguson 

4331 Providence Pt Pl, SE 

Issaquah, Washington98029 
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From: Nancy Hay <nancydhay@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 9:41 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Proposed schools reports on 228th SE in Issaquah

August 19, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Nancy Hay 
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22110 SE 41st Ln 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

   

cc:   cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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From: Desert Bird-Traveler <desertbirdtraveler@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 16, 2021 10:09 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth; dpyle@sammamish.us

Subject: Providence Heights - comments on the MDN

I would like to submit some comments on the Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance for the proposed 
Providence Heights schools site.  I believe some mitigation is needed between the ISD and existing 
neighborhoods.  The ISD is determined to stick with their original plan and disregard of input from the existing 
neighborhood.  They seem unable to compromise on the reduction of uses from two schools to one or football 
stadium to practice field on the parcel.   They have requested variance so they can overuse the site.  This will 
create a larger impact on the existing neighborhood's environment by increasing the rainstorm runoff, 
congesting streets, reducing the number of air cleansing trees, displacing wildlife, and creating noise 
pollution.  This is not insignificant to the existing neighborhoods.  An environment impact statement from an 
outside agency is needed for this property. 

I feel these items are incorrect.

• They want to open the high school in the fall of 2022 which is 12 months away.   This seems impossible 
concerning the amount of work they are planning to do.  It also tells me that this is an old 
document.  It took the City of Issaquah more than a year to do the same roadwork in front of our 
community as proposed by this document.  

• In their list of animals currently residing on the property (page 5), they left out the bobcat, black bear,
owls, coyotes, and woodpeckers.  The longtime residents of Providence Point have enjoyed the 
occasional appearance of these animals.  

• The water runoff caused by rain (page 9) will go into a ditch on 228th Ave.  The ditch will not be
adequate for large storms especially if they have to remove the ditch for the widening of 228th 
Ave.  Currently, Providence Point gets runoff  from the school property as we experienced last 
winter.  The runoff did not occur near the wetlands/storm drains.  Also, the road next to the high 
school looks like it will drain into Providence Point through the chain link fence.  The runoff will cause 
damage to garages and flood to homes.  

• The aesthetic impact of the schools on the current neighbor (page 16) might be acceptable to the
designer of the schools but I would rather see trees than a big shiny black box in my 
neighborhood.   The original recommendation from the City of Issaquah Planning and Development 
was a middle school instead of a high school which could share outside resources, allow more 
untouched areas, and increase the boundary between neighborhoods.  The high school building will 
be less than 100 feet from one of our existing buildings with only a four foot high chain link fence and 
road between them.  Not to mention the buses driving by or parking in front of their homes at 6:45 am 
to 7 am.  They need to create a larger border with better fencing between the two properties.  

Some questions I have for the school district. 

• Why are you using chain link fencing instead of sound barriers like along the freeways to mitigate the
noise, security, and privacy issues to existing neighborhoods along your border?

• They list the amount of fill dirt they are going to use but not how much higher the buildings and football
stadium will be compared to the current elevation of the property? 
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Here are my comments on the benefits to the existing neighborhood.     

• I think the ISD should be required to provide an environment impact statement from an outside agency 
for this property.   This statement would show the impact of the school on existing neighborhoods 
along with Laughing Jacobs Creek.  It would create confidence in the projects not to destroy the 
existing neighborhoods.  

• To me the football stadium is a waste of land.  A general play field would serve both the high school 
and elementary.  A football stadium is not used to educate the students and can only be used by the 
older students for a short amount of time each year.   

• The school is planning on up to 105 student drivers on the current roads. The plan is to open the school 
before the traffic infrastructure is built.  So between the new elementary school traffic, the existing 
middle school, and the new high school traffic, a school zone speed limit will be imposed between 
6:30 am to 4:30 pm.  The current two lane road will contain buses with big blind spots, inexperienced 
drivers, and elderly folks with slow response time.  Since there is no light for the community across 
from the school property on 228th Ave, they will be forced to drive a long route to get onto 228th Ave 
wasting time and fuel.  

  

Thank you for your time, 
Jane Bird 

4133 224th LN SE 

Issaquah, WA 
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Sierra Carson

From: Nancy Schuldt <180mochamom@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 11:25 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Providence Heights ISD Project comment

August 23, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

1. The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of

significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major

environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under

WAC 197-11-794.

2. Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if

contamination is found?

3. Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00 PM and 8:00 AM and notice of this condition shall be included with

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.

4. Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this

intent not of environmental significance? Removal of the established trees on this site only makes this proposed plan

more detrimental. Trees and undergrowth that contribute to this delicate habitat will never grow back as our overall

environment continues to deteriorate.

5. Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.
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For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 

John Schluldt 

4221 220th Pl SE 

Issaquah WA 98029 

  

cc:  cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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Sierra Carson

From: Timothy R. Brown <browntr2@zoho.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 10:28 AM

To: mullinst

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; Cristina Haworth; Lucy Sloman

Subject: Public comments on SEPA MDNS for Providence Heights

Attachments: Public comments draft  MDNS and SEPA Checklist.docx

Dear Mr. Mullins 

Attached are my comments concerning the Draft SEPA Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) 

for New Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17 . 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 

Timothy R. Brown 

Sent using Zoho Mail 
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Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
 
Re: Comments on Draft Revised Mitigate Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the 
proposed new Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register 
No 202104221 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
My comments here are limited to two areas found in the SEPA checklist on which the threshold 
determination in the above MDNS claim to be based.  The deceptions and omissions in these 
areas are so serious that they undermine the entire SEPA Mitigated Determination of 
Nonsignificance (MDNS).   
 
Earth 
 
ISD has conducted two studies potentially relevant to the landslide risk of the Providence 
Heights property. These are: 1) the Geotechnical Report prepared by Associated Earth Sciences 
(EAS) in September 2019 and revised June 2021; 2) the Landslide Hazard Assessment also 
prepared by Associated Earth Sciences, in September 2019. Both studies are limited to the 
Providence Heights 40-acres property. As a consequence, the studies do not include important 
geological features near to the property. Thus, the earthquake fault that passes through 
Providence Point property just a few yards to the north of the school site is not noted. More 
alarmingly the report also does not mention or deal with the land immediately adjacent to 
Providence Heights. The 2019 Landslide Hazard Assessment reports that the southeast corner 
of the site is a Steep Slope Hazard area as defined by Issaquah Municipal Code. The proposed 
limited mitigation is to put in some fill and build a retaining wall just on the Providence Heights 
Property side of this slope. This incorrectly assumes that the only landslide risk is the small 
portion of Providence Heights. 
 
In the SEPA Checklist it is asked: “Are there surface indications of unstable soils in the 
immediate vicinity? The ISD response is: “There are no indications or listing of unstable soils in 
the immediate area.” This is untrue. The southeast corner of the property is next to 228th 
Street. If one crosses the street and goes a few feet further to look down, one finds a very steep 
hillside of a hundred feet or more. If you turn around and look up, you realize that Providence 
Heights is at the top of this steep slope. This observation is substantiated by the City of 
Issaquah’s Plan Annex, p. 13, in the City’s Hazard Mitigation Plan. It reveals that this slope next 
to and including Providence Heights exceeds 40% and is a landslide hazardous area. The SEPA 
Checklist appears to have intentionally left out this easily accessible data from the city itself, 
thus falsifying its own findings in response to question B. Environmental Elements, 1. Earth, d.    
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The same Issaquah Landslide map also addresses another area near the property, and which is 
omitted from the checklist. This is the entire stretch following Laughing Jacobs Creek below 43rd 
Way down toward Lake Sammamish. Not only does this area have over 40% slopes but 
according to the map it has experienced SLIP landslides in the past, meeting the City’s criteria 
for a Geological Hazardous Area.  
 
Where Laughing Jacob’s Creek enters Forest Village in Providence Point it becomes a very steep 
ravine with slopes on both sides. At this moment, late in August, Laughing Jacob’s Creek is a 
gentle stream only a few feet wide. Yet looking at the creek even now, there are numerous tree 
trunks of two to three feet in diameter strewn about the creek bed. These were washed off the 
slopes during the fall and winter run-off. November through March the Creek is a raging torrent 
many feet wide and sounds like a locomotive. And now, the ISD proposal is to cover Providence 
Heights with 67% impermeable surfaces. When heavy winter rains come, the inevitable 
overflow from the catch basins, already filled to capacity, will be sent into Laughing Jacob’s 
Creek at its highest point, increasing the erosion of the already threatened slopes. How could 
this not require an EIS to assess this impact?  
 
Somehow the District overlooked the City of Issaquah’s landslide report. But this is not all.  ISD 
also somehow missed the City of Sammamish’s Storm and Surface Water Management 
Comprehensive Plan of 2015. On page 27 is a map of Landslide Hazard Areas. Like the Issaquah 
report, the Sammamish plan shows the Laughing Jacobs Creek ravine a Landslide Hazard area 
surrounded by Landslide Hazard Drainage areas.  
 
On page 26, the plan comments: 
“Landslide areas in Sammamish are present along most of the western flank of the plateau 
adjacent to Lake Sammamish, predominantly in the steep ravines that carry stream channels 
from their points of origin on top of the plateau to Lake Sammamish. Erosive advance outwash 
is exposed in the ravines and contributes to landslide activity, especially under saturated 
conditions or where surface water discharges have been directed to these slopes.” This citation 
succinctly describes the Laughing Jacobs Creek ravine. 
 
Noise 
 
The District’s responses to the SEPA questions about noise is shocking as they are often grossly 
incorrect and at times are out and out false. Question One asks: “What type of noise exist in the 
area which may affect your project (for example traffic equipment, operations, other?” ISD 
responds: Per Noise Study prepared by Greenbusch Group Inc., there are no off-site sources of 
noise that will impact this proposal. This is not true. Greenbusch in 2019 measured noise at two 
locations close to the Providence Point boundary line, but on Providence Heights. This is largely 
a measure of street noise from 228th Street that reaches Providence Point. The median noise 
level was 46dBAs (decibels) in the daytime and 42 at nighttime. Note WAC 173-60-050-3 sets 
daytime sound level limit at 57 dBA during the day and 47 at night.   So, the median level is very 
close to the limit, proving that 228th Street is already very busy and noisy. It is even worse if 
instead of the median values, the actual volumes that are shown on the tables in Figures B4 and 
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B5 are used.  They show that decibel values that are often over 50 for hours during the day at 
2:00PM actually exceed the limit. Remember this is the baseline sound level before any of the 
on-site noises are considered. Noise sources are additive, and noise caused on site would be 
added to the 228th Street noise. Given the 228th Street noise, there is very little room for any 
additive site-generated sound. All of this 228th street noise data is shown in Appendix B and the 
impact is not discussed in the report itself, and no conclusions are drawn in the appendix, thus 
hiding the consequences of this part of the study, again making the SEPA report a seriously 
flawed document.    
 
It should also be noted that the 228th noise was measured in 2019. The proposed school will 
add from 4,000 to 5,000 more vehicle trips per day to 228th if the schools are built. The traffic 
noise from 228th will be much more than in 2019. Although traffic noise on site was estimated, 
no effort was made in the SEPA report to assess this traffic increase. Again, why wasn’t this 
done? 
 
The Greenbush study collected two on-site sources of noise and these are the ones emphasized 
in the report and in the SEPA checklist: 1) stationary mechanical equipment (air handling units, 
exhaust fans, condensing units, etc.); 2) onsite traffic (busses, student vehicles, delivery trucks, 
etc.). Greenbusch’s conclusions are modest:  
 
“Based on this analysis detailed above, sound produced by updated stationary equipment and 
on-site traffic at HS and ES are expected to comply with the local regulatory criteria with the 
inclusion of recommended noise mitigation.” 
 
Greenbusch is not saying that noise from all sources comply with regulatory criteria, just the 
sum of these two.  
 
The SEPA checklist however is not modest in its conclusion about noise. It tells several whopper 
falsehoods. “The applicable sound-level limit is 57dBA. All predicted noise (including noise 
generated by the events at the stadium) falls below that limit. Predicted noise levels, according 
to the noise study prepared by the Greenbusch Group, are as follows:”  
 
The table that is then cited shows only the predicted sound levels of the two sources studied by 
Greenbusch, none of which are above 57. However, the checklist falsely states, in fact, that this 
is the total of “all predicted noise.” As we have seen, this does not include the predicted 228th 
Street noise, or noise generated by events at the stadium. (In their first report, Greenbusch 
states that there is a separate noise study of the football stadium, but the checklist doesn’t 
reference or include it.)  What they do here is a straight-out falsehood.   
 
Also, it should be noted that, in the table, the south property boundary level estimate at the 
high school is 53 and at the elementary school, 52. In Appendix b, the estimated 228th Street 
daytime noise is 46. Adding this to on-site noise results in 99 at the high school and 98 at the 
elementary school. These are far beyond the 57 dBA sound level limit.     
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The greatest limitation of the Greenbusch study, however, is that there are no estimates at all 
for the sound of people on the site. The most glaring lack of information about sporting events, 
practice, and play fields. Taking first the football games in the stadium. We have all attended 
football games and know how noisy they are. A 1500 to 2000-person crowd led by cheerleaders 
and loud bands. Using comparisons in table 1 of the Greenbush report, the appropriate noise 
levels range between the level of 70dBA (the equivalent of the interior of a department store) 
and 110 (thunder). This far surpasses the 57 dBA sound limit in IMC. But then one must add this 
to the baseline sound levels of 52 dBA for ongoing site noise and the 46 for 228th Street sounds, 
noting that Providence Point residences are only 70 to 80 yards from the field. All in all, the 
sound will be deafening. A callous response to this concern is that there are only some five 
football games a year and they last only three hours in duration, so the senior residents at 
Providence Point should put up with that.  
 
Nighttime sports events, however, are not the only significant source of noise. During the day, 
there is also the elementary school playground, which is only about 40 yards from Providence 
Point residences. As anyone knows who has lived next to a school yard -- and in this case, only 
forty yards from it -- non-stop children at play, all day, five days a week, would be 
overwhelming. Another source of noise are the baseball fields. Baseball is intentionally noisy. 
Coaches, teams, and fans are expected to yell in encouragement. The games and practices will 
occur many afternoons for months. The SEPA checklist, item b2, requires that the applicant 
report significant sound levels to be determined. Shockingly these events are mentioned in 
response, but the sound level is ignored. Instead, they are simply called “typical high school 
sporting events.” Because they are “typical” do we not have to know what the noise level is, or 
if it exceeds the levels allowed in IMC Chapter 18.07.136. This is so utterly untrue it boggles the 
imagination.   
 
The sound levels that need to be considered are all three significant sources: 1) 228th Street 
noise; 2) on-site mechanical and traffic noises 3) sports, playground, and playfield noises. Even 
just the first two of these categories of sound far exceed the maximum level allowed under the 
Issaquah Municipal Code.  It is deceptive that all three are not measured in spite of the specific 
Checklist questions. 
 
My comments here have only addressed two of the many other falsehoods and miss-claims in 
the SEPA checklist. Clearly the impact is significant and cannot be mitigated. Therefore, the 
SEPA MDNS must be rejected, and a DS with accompanying EIS carried out. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Timothy R. Brown 
22719 SE 43rd Ct 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
browntr2@zoho.com  
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From: Lucy Sloman

Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 4:57 PM

To: David Kyle

Cc: Mary Lou Pauly; kmoran@sammamish.us; Falcone, Perry; 

mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth

Subject: RE: Comments on the Proposed ISD Providence Point Development

Attachments: TU Comments on ISD Providence Point Project.pdf

Mr. Kyle 
Thank you for providing the City of Issaquah with your comments.  Issaquah School District is the Lead Agency 
for SEPA but we have forwarded your comments to our reviewers.  We will add you to our Parties of Record 
list so that you will receive any future notices and materials we distribute.  Currently we anticipate a public 
hearing toward the end of September and decision by the end of the year.  Your comments will be provided to 
the decision makers.   
Regards 
Lucy  

Lucy Sloman AICP  Planning Manager & Designated Official for the Urban Villages 
Community Planning & Development Department (formerly DSD) 

Direct 425|837-3433 · Front Desk 425|837-3100 · 425|837-3470 REPORT SPILLS 

Issaquah, WA - Official Website 

From: David Kyle <David.Kyle@tu.org>  

Sent: Monday, August 16, 2021 3:25 PM 

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: Mary Lou Pauly <MaryLouP@issaquahwa.gov>; kmoran@sammamish.us; Falcone, Perry 

<Perry.Falcone@kingcounty.gov> 

Subject: Comments on the Proposed ISD Providence Point Development 

Hello, 

I would like to submit comments regarding ISD’s Providence Point Development.  I am a Project Manager for Trout 

Unlimited focused on the recovery of native Lake Sammamish Kokanee Salmon for over 5 years and have been directly 

involved with much of the effort.  I also have direct experience with the Laughing Jacobs Watershed as it is a Tier 1 

(Primary) stream for Kokanee and TU has just completed Phase 1 (Restoration Feasibility and Alternative Analysis) for 

the lower watershed.  I also have in extensive field experience in this stream and watershed and feel comfortable 

expressing my concerns with this project.   

Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments and if there are any questions please reach out anytime. 

Sincerely, 

David Kyle 
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David Kyle / Lake Sammamish Kokanee Restoration Project Manager  

dkyle@tu.org / 425-287-2370 

Trout Unlimited   
http://www.tu.org 
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August 16, 2021 
  
To whom it may concern: 
 
I am writing to provide comments on the proposed new ISD School on Providence Point. 
Trout Unlimited (TU) is a national non-profit with over 300,000 members and supporters.  We 
have staff, like myself, who focus on specific watersheds and issues related to our mission to 
conserve, protect and restore North America's coldwater fisheries and their watersheds. We 
also have numerous grass root chapters, including the local Three Rivers Chapter, who are 
dedicated to this mission in their local watersheds.  I am a Project Manager for Trout Unlimited 
and have joined with the Three Rivers Chapter and the Kokanee Work Group (KWG) to recover 
native Lake Sammamish kokanee salmon. 
 
TU has been deeply intertwined in most aspects of kokanee recovery for the last five years 
which has included habitat restoration, supplementation, lifecycle monitoring, public outreach 
and education over the last five years.  I was recently made aware of some of the aspects of the 
proposed project due to my direct experience with Laughing Jacobs Creek and its watershed.  
 
Laughing Jacobs Creek is one of three primary kokanee spawning streams.  In fact, although 
the kokanee in Lake Sammamish have been in decline, Laughing Jacobs Creek has hosted a 
majority of the returning adults for the last four spawning returns.  Trout Unlimited has been 
working on a restoration project for the lower portion of this stream and has recently completed 
a restoration feasibility and alternative analysis report for a project identified in the Blueprint for 
the Restoration and Enhancement of Lake Sammamish Kokanee 
(https://kingcounty.gov/services/environment/animals-and-plants/salmon-and-
trout/kokanee/kokanee-workgroup/habitat-blueprint.aspx ).   
 
TU is concerned with the stormwater impacts on the watershed and stream as a consequence 
of the proposed project’s development and dramatic increase of impervious surfaces.  TU is 
also concerned with the lack of EIS for this project and how the potential impact conclusions 
were derived.  Below are our main concerns: 
 

1. The Laughing Jacobs Creek Watershed should be evaluated as one watershed.  The 
cities of Issaquah and Sammamish have been working collaboratively to work on a 
watershed plan, whereas previously the watershed was artificially divided by 
jurisdictional boundaries. Currently the proposed project has separated the anticipated 
impacts of the whole project by the jurisdictional boundaries.  TU believes this division 
reduces the analysis of the true impact of the whole project. 

2. TU believes this project needs a Cumulative Effects Assessment with a specific focus on 
the Hydrologic perspective. TU suggests that the assessment examine the existing 
effects and impacts of flows, flow durations, and flow frequencies within the Laughing 
Jacobs Watershed and what the additive effects would be as a consequence of the 
proposed project. 

3. TU is concerned the described stormwater system as it may be inadequate to handle the 
volume of stormwater that could be a consequence of the proposed project.  With 
climate change upon us we can expect to see larger, more intense storm events with 
higher water volumes in shorter periods of time.  Can the proposed system handle a 100 
year event?   What happens when the system is already over-saturated and another 
event occurs?  A significant increase of flows will likely result in massive sedimentation 
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and erosional events in the watershed which can cause loss of infrastructure and 
property. 

4. TU is concerned with the potential impact to public and private property downstream of 
this project.  Significant increase in instream flows would threaten infrastructure (East 
Lake Sammamish Parkway and the buried utilities within) and the landowners who host 
the stream on their property (PARKS and three private parcels).  One of these 
landowners has already experienced loss due to higher flows resulting in stream channel 
erosion and the undermining of the sole crossing permitting access to the residence.  

TU believes that although this project is complying with “enhanced” stormwater protection 
standards, we feel the protections may not meet the goal of preventing or minimizing negative 
results in the long-term for this important stream. TU wants to make sure that the best-informed 
decisions are being applied to the development of the proposed project and that project 
managers can ensure that this project will not have a significant negative impact on the 
hydrology of the watershed which could damage stream habitat, scour struggling salmon egg 
nests, and cause catastrophic erosional events that would threaten public and private property.  
We would expect that the ISD’s Providence Point Project should be a shining example of 
responsible development that prioritized protecting our watersheds and supports the massive 
collaborative effort to save the native Lake Sammamish kokanee salmon from extinction. 
 
 
Thank you for hearing Trout Unlimited’s concerns with the development of this project.  We urge 
you to consider the points above as this project moves forward.  Thank you for your 
consideration of our comments. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
 
David Kyle 
Trout Unlimited 
2000 NW Sammamish Rd. 
Issaquah, WA 98027 
425-287-2370  
dkyle@tu.org 

           David Kyle
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From: Adele Scott <sadele76@yahoo.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 22, 2021 11:29 AM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Re: Determination of Nonsignificance ISD

As I understand it the ISD plan is to: 

1. Cram 60 acres of buildings and people on to a 40 acre site

2. Divert storm water

3. Cut down the majority of mature trees

4. Add 5,500 daily vehicle trips on an already overcrowded street

5. Try to tell people the impact to the environment is not significant

What could possibly go wrong? 

The ISD is being deceitful and if they have nothing to hide, why not do an Independent 
Environmental Impact Study? 

Adele Scott 
22531 SE 37th Terrace 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Brian Ayers <briann0915@wavecable.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 1:00 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance  (MDNS) new high school

August 21, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School 

# 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public 

education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, and retired high school teacher, 

however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the 

following for your consideration: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of 

significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a 

major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance 

is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

 Specifically, one area I find objectionable is the construction of a football/soccer, etc. stadium on the 

site.  Currently among school districts of similar size, individual stadiums at multiple high schools within a 

district are no longer practical nor necessary.  A quick look at surrounding school districts will show that they 

all have a district constructed stadium, not at the high school site, but in a separate location where athletic 

and other events can take place without negatively impacting the local neighborhoods in evening lighting, 

noise, and traffic.   Everett has its Memorial Stadium, a district with only three high schools, Northshore has its 

Pop Keeney Field in Bothell.  Shoreline, Kent, and others have likewise done so.    It is a far better use of 
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district funds to support one well-designed multipurpose stadium, versus four separate facilities at each 

individual high school.   That is a concept more historically appropriate when such schools each had their own 

community widely separated from each other such as in rural areas.  This is not the case in the megapolis of 

the Puget Sound region.  

 

In addition, such a stadium can become a revenue source for the district.  I do know that the state athletic 

governing body (WIAA) is always looking for a centrally located location for its many high school season-

ending playoffs, track meets, and other similar events.  Such stadia like the Edmonds Stadium are in great 

demand and provide a revenue stream for the district, which help offset the costs of maintaining the field and 

surrounding parking areas.   

 

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a 

Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before 

any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

 

Thank you. 

 

Brian and Ann Ayers 

22534 S.E. 38th Terrace, Issaquah WA  98029 

Phone:  425-394-1810 

 

  

 

cc:  cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 

 

 

 

Harmoniously, 

Brian and Ann 
Brian and Ann Ayers  

Briann0915@wavecable.com  
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Sierra Carson

From: Julienne Day <jeweleday@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 9:50 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School #4 & Elementary School #17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and routinely vote for school 
bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following 
examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and 
native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which 
a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs 
during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be 
prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign 
at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially 
with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated 
geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already congested, main arterial road, 
as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of Significance should be 
issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Julienne Day 
22012 SE 40th Lane 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Julienne Day <jeweleday@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 9:40 AM

To: mullins@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School #4 & Elementary School #17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and routinely vote for school 
bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following 
examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and 
native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which 
a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs 
during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be 
prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign 
at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially 
with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated 
geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already congested, main arterial road, 
as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of Significance should be 
issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Julienne Day 
22012 SE 40th Lane 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
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From: Vicki Armold <vra8888@aol.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 8:56 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; lhachey@sammamish.us

Subject: Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I am commenting directly to you on the MDNS for the proposed schools.  I remember well the telephone conversation you 
and I had very early on in the process. I called you when I received the original site plan because I live within 300 yards of 
the school-intended property and, having lived across the street from a high school in San Diego for 40 years, I was well 
aware the potentially large number of negative consequences ahead for my retired life if the school went ahead with it 
over-zealous plans for the property without consideration for the surrounding senior retirement communities, assisted 
living facilities, and EPA impact mitigation. 

You assured me numerous times during our conversation that you intended to be a good and cooperative neighbor. You 
wanted to enhance the environment, not degrade it.  I left that phone call feeling I had met with a real person, a kind 
person, a professional person who, understanding the complexities of trying to place a square peg school site into the 
round hole property, you would work hard on your end to obtain a best case scenario for all involved. 

Unfortunately, as I attended various Issaquah Council Meetings I could see clearly that both the Council and the Issaquah 
School District were single mindedly interested in making things work for the school and nothing beyond that. How it all 
went down: 

1) First ISD purchased a property fully aware that it was zoned for single family residences only.

2) Then Issaquah City Planning Commission stepped in, did the correct thing by declining the rezoning.

3) With the help of a new City Council Member straight from her ISD position, the Issaquah City Council over-ruled the
Planning Commission determination and rezoned the property.

4) As an "olive branch" for shafting Providence Point, City Council required ISD and Providence meet to resolve
differences. ISD fully disregarded Providence pleadings - figuratively spit in our faces by providing us with their letter
basically demanding we accept their plans as stated with no changes.

5) Its fair to say that Issaquah City Council was complicit by overlooking its own regulations for amount of impermeable
space on property, amount of tree removal (73% to be exact).

6) And, very importantly, Issaquah City Council, quickly and without remorse, shirked its duty to perform or at least
manage SEPA and turned it over to the ISD (does fox in the hen house ring a bell?). Frankly, I think Sammamish City
Council cares more about this project and minimizing its impact on surrounding community than any of you do.

So, now is it any surprise that ISD skipped happily over EPA - SEPA MITIGATED DETERMINATION OF 
NONSIGNIFICANCE (MDNS). Perhaps this is the worst action they have taken. 

Mr. Mullins, I am usually a good judge of character.  I cannot believe this is what you had in mind when you and I spoke 
on that long ago phone call.  I believe all members of the ISD's Administration involved in this Project should be 
embarrassed by and ashamed of their conduct and manipulations of the Issaquah City Council and your future neighbors I 
am personally saddened by the Issaquah City Council rubber stamping your faulty project without doing their job to 
represent all of their constituents best interests - not just those of the ISD. 

You all could have done so much better - could have been so much more civil to your senior neighbors - you could have 
moved forward while adhering to the rules and regulations that you yourself set for best practices.  
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Now, we have till August 24 to in essence beg for ISD reversal of the MND's, with compelling reasons of which you are 
already aware, for that reversal.  You, however, will just wait out the deadline, ignore the real need for a full Environmental 
Impact Statement prior to further steps on the project even though you know a full Environmental Impact Statement is 
100% appropriate and necessary for due diligence. With all that both the Issaquah School District and Issaquah City 
Council have done wrong, what fool thinks ISD would even consider reversing their determination and doing an actual 
Environmental Impact Statement? 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Vicki Armold 
4109 224th Lane SE #302, 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
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From: Gail Day <day_gail@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 9:46 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17,  Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.    

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take 

if contamination is found? 

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site. 

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods. 

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered. 

Thank you. 

Gail Day 

4109 224th Lane SE #311, Issaquah, WA 98029 
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From: emcsqard@yahoo.com

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 5:47 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us; Lucy Sloman

Subject: Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.

August 19, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

 Dear Mr. Mullins, 

 Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with field 

rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent 

not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     
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For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Marc & Nora Albert 

3935 226th PL SE, APT. 301 
Issaquah, WA 98029 

 
Phone number: 206-892-8708 

 

 
cc:  cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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From: Susan Chew <scchew50@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 9:04 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.

August 23, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School 

# 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  As an Issaquah 

homeowner, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the 

following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of 

significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a 

major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of 

Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

There is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this 

already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a 

Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any 

further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

I am disgusted and ashamed with the way the IDS has handled the long process to build High School #4 and 

Elementary School #17. I have seen only one diagram illustrating the proposed structures for the site. IDS has 

shown no willingness to compromise on these structures and address the concerns of Issaquah residents. 

Thank you. 

Susan Chew 

4445 Providence Point Pl SE 

Issaquah WA   98029 

scchew50@yahoo.com 
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cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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From: Karin Mendell <kkmendell@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 12:00 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.

August 21, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah 

High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I 

support public education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, 

however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I 

offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The 

resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive 

impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a 

“Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil 

or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be 

notified.”  What specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; 

unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 
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10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with field rules placed on a 

durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially 

with two schools on site.   

 

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to 

Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning 

habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. 

will have on this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and 

residential neighborhoods.     

 

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be 

withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental 

Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Robert A. Mendell 

4207 223rd Pl SE, Issaquah, Wa 98029 

  

  

cc:   cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; 

JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us 
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From: Arla DeMore <arlademore@yahoo.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 8:32 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.

August 21, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

 Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with field 

rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   
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Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent 

not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Name 

Arla Demore 

4081 224th Ln, SE unit 308 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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From: Alan Franklin <katmai375@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 1:14 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221

Attachments: ISD HS#4-ES#17 - SEPA MDNS Letter    2nd REVISION 08-10-2021 (1).pdf; SEPA 

Response Letter.docx

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance. I support public education 

and routinely vote for school bonds. As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS. The 

potential environmental impacts are significant. I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site. The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact. This project is clearly a "Major Action" for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 "If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction... Ecology shall be notified." What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found? 

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS's are vague; unenforceable. For instance, # 12: "...use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium." Regarding # 19: Despite 

"discouraging" the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site. 

Reference #9. Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob's Creek. This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods. 

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn. Instead, a Determination 

of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this 

proposed project are considered. 

Thank you. 

Alan Franklin 

4241 220th PL SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; 

JElekes@sammamish.us;  kmoran@sammamish.us 
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August 20, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 

and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance. I support public 

education and routinely vote for school bonds. As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the 

MDNS. The potential environmental impacts are significant. I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site. The resulting 

loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces 

will result in a major environmental impact. This project is clearly a "Major Action" for which a 

Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 "If contamination of soil or 

groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction... Ecology shall be notified." What 

specific steps will you take if contamination is found? 

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS's are vague; unenforceable. For instance, 

# 12: "...use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this 

condition shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the 

entrances to the stadium." Regarding # 19: Despite "discouraging" the idling of waiting cars does not 

negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site. 

Reference #9. Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing 

Jacob's Creek. This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for 

endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have 

on this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential 

neighborhoods. 

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn. Instead, a 

Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any 

further steps on this proposed project are considered. 

Thank you. 

 

Alan Franklin 

4241 220th PL SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us;  

kmoran@sammamish.us  

ftp://to:_mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu/
ftp://cc:_cristinah@issaquahwa.gov/
mailto:minnied@issaquahwa.gov
mailto:dpyle@sammamish.us
mailto:_JElekes@sammamish.us
http://sammamish.us/
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SEPA MITIGATED DETERMINATION OF NONSIGNIFICANCE (MDNS) 

New Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17 

ISSUED JULY 27, 2021 
ECOLOGY SEPA REGISTER NO. 202104088  

SECOND REVISION TO EXTEND COMMENT 
PERIOD TO 4:00 p.m. on AUGUST 24, 2021 

No other changes to the original MDNS 
 

REVISED MDNS:  The Issaquah School District issued the referenced SEPA Mitigated Determination of 

Nonsignificance on July 27, 2021, with a revision issued on August 3, 2021 to extend the comment period to 4:00 

p.m. on August 19, 2021 to address a technical error in the site posting.  ISD recently discovered a technical error 

related to posted links of the environmental documents on the ISD website and wishes to provide the public with 

additional time to review the corrected links.  The environmental documents listed and identified in the SEPA 

Checklist dated July 23, 2021 are correct and are not changed in any manner.  This revised MDNS is issued for 

the sole purpose of extending the original comment deadline to 4:00 p.m. on August 24, 2021.  No changes 

are made to the SEPA Checklist dated July 23, 2021 or to the mitigation measures issued with the July 27, 2021 

MDNS. 

 

Description of Proposal: Construction, at full buildout, of a new approximately 226,500 sf high school to serve 

approximately 1,823 students in grades 9-12 and a new approximately 71,300 sf elementary school serving 

approximately 744 students in grades K-5. A total staff of approximately 225 would serve the schools. The high 

school includes general use classrooms, library, common areas, food services, performing arts center, gymnasium 

with auxiliary gyms, locker rooms with fitness and activity rooms, career technical education rooms, and 

supporting administrative spaces. The elementary school includes general use classrooms, common areas, 

gymnasium, library, music room, and supporting administrative spaces. In subsequent phases of work portables 

are anticipated to be added to both schools. 

 

The 40.79-acre site will also include surface and structured parking areas, multipurpose turf playfield/ 

track/covered grandstands, softball and baseball fields, tennis courts, and a covered play building. Proposed site 

work includes a new entry access road off 228th Avenue SE, which will branch into two separate internal access 

roads, one leading to each school. Also included are separate bus drop-off areas to the south at the elementary 

school and at the high school, a fire lane at the perimeter, and site retaining walls. A separate emergency vehicle 

access road is also proposed off 228 Ave SE over an existing internal access road. The project includes frontage 

improvements to 228th including a four-lane section with bike lanes, sidewalk improvements on the west side of 

the frontage, and turn lanes for the new turn lane. 

 

Proponent and Lead Agency: Issaquah School District No. 411 

 

Location of Proposal: The proposal is located at 4221 228th Avenue SE, Issaquah, WA, on tax parcels 

1624069001, 1624069029, and 1624069031. The parcels are located in Quarter NE Section 16 Township 24 

Range 6. 

 

Responsible Official: Jacob Kuper, Chief of Finance and Operations 
Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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The Responsible Official for the Issaquah School District, acting as lead agency for the proposal, has 

determined that the proposal does not have a probable significant adverse impact on the environment. An 

environmental impact statement (EIS) is not required under RCW 43.21C.030(2)(c). This determination was 

made based on a review of the environmental checklist (SEPA Checklist) and other information on file with  

the District and City of Issaquah; Issaquah School District Policy 6890, which provides the basis for the 

exercise of substantive authority under the Washington State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) pursuant to 

RCW 43.21C; and an assumption of compliance of the proposal with State law and City of Issaquah (as the 

permitting jurisdiction) ordinances related to general environmental protection. The responsible official finds 

this information reasonably sufficient to evaluate the environmental impacts of this proposal. 

 

Copies of the SEPA Checklist and the environmental documents identified therein are available for review on 

the Issaquah School District’s website at: 

https://www.issaquah.wednet.edu/district/departments/CapProjects/Projects/new-high-school-4 
 

 

MITIGATION MEASURES 

 

This Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance is issued with the following conditions, which are 

recommended as conditions of project approval. 

 

General 

 

1. The Contractor shall prepare and operate the construction site under a Construction Impact Mitigation 

Plan (CIMP). The CIMP shall addresses the following, at a minimum: 

 

a. Estimated construction schedule, including description of different stages of construction, 

associated activities, and primary equipment to be used at each stage. The schedule shall be 

updated at least quarterly or more frequently if major project schedule changes occur and a new 

copy of the schedule provided to the City of Issaquah and the City of Sammamish; 

b. Noise and vibration control measures for construction activities. When possible, particularly 

noisy activities will take place after 9:00AM; 

c. Air quality control measures, including off-site migration of dust and dirt from construction 

activities; 

d. Material and equipment staging or laydown area; 
e. Construction worker parking plan, including off-site parking if necessary, and methods to ensure 

workers do not park in adjacent neighborhoods; 

f. Construction fencing plan and any measures used to secure the site; 

g. On-site circulation plan for construction vehicles; 

h. Truck route plan; 

i. Traffic control plans, including signage, certified flaggers, plan to address any right-of-way 

closures, and provisions to ensure emergency access remains open at all times; and, 

j. Public outreach and site notification, including contact information for site supervisor. 

The CIMP shall be approved prior to issuance of the first construction permit for the project. Changes 

to construction activity may necessitate updating the CIMP. The CIMP will be provided to both the 

City of Issaquah and the City of Sammamish. 

 

2. Provide vegetated buffer along the north and west boundaries of the project. This buffer area to have an 

average width of no less than 70-feet and to be no less than 25-feet in any location. Existing vegetation 

should be used to the maximum extent possible and disturbed areas replanted with native vegetation. 

 

 

 

https://www.issaquah.wednet.edu/district/departments/CapProjects/Projects/new-high-school-4
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Earth 

 

3. The project design and construction are required to follow the recommendations in the Geotechnical 

Engineering Report prepared Associate Earth Science, Inc., dated September 17, 2019, revised June 17, 

2021 and as subsequently updated or amended. 

 

4. If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during the construction of the 

new school building, testing of the potentially contaminated media shall be conducted. If contamination is 

revealed by testing, Ecology shall be notified. 

 

5. All grading and filling of land shall utilize only clean fill, i.e. dirt or gravel. All other materials, including 

waste concrete and asphalt, are considered to be solid waste and permit approval may be required prior to 

filling. 

 

6. A Construction General Stormwater permit shall be obtained prior to clearing, grading, or excavation 

activities. This permit shall include preparation of Temporary Erosion and Sediment Control plans and a 

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. 

 

7. Soils in the vicinity of the existing water tank shall be treated as lead contaminated to a depth of 
approximately 12” below ground surface. Any soil removed from this area during construction shall be 

segregated and stockpiled until it can be sampled, characterized for disposal, and, as needed, properly 

disposed of at a facility permitted to accept such material, if testing shows necessary. 

 

Water 

 

8. A groundwater monitoring plan shall be prepared to evaluate groundwater quality within the area of the 

Class III Critical Aquifer Recharge Area on an annual basis. The results shall be made available to the 

City of Issaquah, the City of Sammamish, and members of the public upon request. 

 

9. The stormwater management system shall be designed to “Enhanced” treatment standards, including 

removal of suspended solids and dissolved metals and removal of phosphorus for all on-site and off-site 

pollution-generating impervious surfaces associated with the project. 

 

10. Purchase credits from East Lake Sammamish Mitigation Bank for offsite Wetland Mitigation for impacts 

to Wetland C. 

 

11. Protect existing trees surrounding Wetland B with a minimum of a 50-foot buffer. 

 

Environmental Health and Noise 

 

12. The public address sound amplification system shall be operated in compliance with maximum 

permissible environmental noise levels set forth in WAC 173-60-040 and IMC 18.07.136 for noise 

emitted by a Class B source and received by a Class A source. Further, use of amplified sound shall be 

prohibited between the hours of 10:00 PM and 8:00 AM and notice of this condition shall be included 

with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium. 

 

13. A public address or similar noise amplification system is prohibited at the baseball and softball fields. 

 

14. Required equipment tests for the emergency generator and any outdoor mechanical equipment shall be 

limited to 7:00 AM through 6:00 PM Monday through Friday. If any equipment exceeds adopted noise 

standards set forth in the Issaquah Municipal Code, sound barriers or similar features designed to 

attenuate sound shall be installed. 
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15. Chemicals used for academic coursework including but not limited to chemistry classes shall be 

securely stored. The applicable Safety Data Sheets (SDSs) or other document containing chemical 

hazard information for each chemical shall be kept and made available onsite as required. 

 

Light and Glare 

 

16. Light shall be shielded from direct line-of-sight from neighboring properties. Athletic field lighting shall 

not cause spillover to the adjacent residential neighbors, nor create adverse glare conditions for any 

drivers on 228th Avenue SE. 

 

17. Athletic field and track lighting shall be shielded and directed away from neighboring properties and turned 

off following the end of a game or event and otherwise be turned off no later than 10pm. No lighting shall 

be installed at the baseball/ softball fields. 

 

Historic and Cultural Preservation 

 

18. If during construction inadvertent discoveries of archaeological resources are discovered, the Washington 

State Department of Archaeologic and Historic Preservation (DAHP) shall be notified. 

 

Transportation 

 

19. ISD will discourage vehicle idling during student drop-off and pick-up times. Waiting vehicles will be 

monitored by a staff member, and signs shall be installed that state “no idling.” 

 

20. Construct improvements on 228th Avenue SE along the site frontage, with a length of approximately 1,700 

feet. Improvements shall include widening the current two-lane section (one travel lane in each direction) to 

a five-lane section (two travel lanes in each direction plus a center left-turn lane), consistent with the City of 

Sammamish’s ultimate plans for the street. Additional turn lanes shall be constructed at the site driveway 

intersection as needed to ensure that it would meet the City’s traffic operational standards during all times of 

day. 

 

21. Construct a 6-foot sidewalk and add landscaping along site frontage. 

 

22. Construct a 6-foot sidewalk and landscaping along the east side of 228th Avenue SE from the project 

entrance north to SE 40th Street. 

 

23. Signalize site driveway intersection at 228th Avenue SE. This includes in the southbound direction, two 

through lanes, and a right-turn lane into the school site. Northbound, 228th Avenue SE shall have two 

through lanes, and two exclusive left-turn lanes. The intersection improvements shall include ADA ramps 

with crosswalks and pedestrian signals. 

 

24. Capacity improvements at SE 40th Street / 228th Avenue SE to be either of the following options: 
o New median and striping to create a Flying T configuration and construction of a 6- 

foot sidewalk and landscaping along the east side of 228th Avenue SE from the 
project entrance north to SE 40th Street; or 

o New Signal and intersection improvements at the 40th Street/ 228th Avenue SE 
intersection. 

 

25. Establish a school-zone speed limit on 228th Avenue SE in the vicinity of the project site. 
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From: Carol Szwajkos <caszw721@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 3:24 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 

Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221.

August 24, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

The Issaquah School District is, first and foremost, charged with leading by example and to teach students to be good 

stewards of our precious environment.  I hope that you and the members of the Board will remember this mandate as you 

review this letter and consider the impact of your decisions on our environment and community. 
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Thank you. 

Name 

Carol Szwajkos 

4114 Providence Point Dr SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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From: Julienne Day <jeweleday@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 9:13 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.webnet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance for the proposed 

Issaquah High School #4 & Elementary School #17, Ecological SEPA Register No 

202104221

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and routinely vote for school 
bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following 
examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and 
native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which 
a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs 
during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be 
prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign 
at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially 
with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated 
geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already congested, main arterial road, 
as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of Significance should be 
issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Julienne Day 
22012 SE 40th Lane 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Carol Cohoe <Carol@aramburu-eustis.com>

Sent: Friday, August 6, 2021 5:08 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Cc: Rick Aramburu

Subject: RE: ISD FAR AAS Request

Attachments: 20210806 to Cristina re FAR AAS.fullPP1-4.pdf

Cristina, My apologies, it was brought to my attention that the pages stuck together on the scanner. Here is the full 

letter. 

Carol 

From: Carol Cohoe  

Sent: Friday, August 06, 2021 4:18 PM 

To: Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com> 

Subject: ISD FAR AAS Request 

Cristina, please see the attached letter from Mr. Aramburu. 

Carol Cohoe 
Legal Assistant 
Law Offices of J. Richard Aramburu, PLLC 
Please “REPLY ALL” to ensure that Mr. Aramburu also receives your response. 

705 Second Ave Suite 1300 
Seattle, WA 98104-1797 
Telephone (206) 625-9515 Facsimile (206) 682-1376 
This message may be protected by the attorney-client and/or work product privilege. If you received this message in error please notify 
us and destroy the message. Thank you. 
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August 6, 2021
Page 2

With the 40 acre Providence Heights site established as the location for the proposed
schools, the Issaquah City Council adopted Ordinance 2806 on September 18, 2017.  
Ordinance 2806 established a FAR for new Public Schools at .75, with no provision of
adjustment of standards.  

In April, 2018, the District, as described on its website,  selected a “Design Build Team”
(DBT) of Skanska Construction and Bassetti Architects.  According to the ISD website,
by June 2018 the DBT was “working through the schematic design phase” and by
September, 2018:

Skanska and Bassetti are providing feasibility studies. Programming is occurring
to determine interior and exterior finishes, mechanical and electrical systems,
and perceived general layout preferences.

However, by this time, ISD had already proposed changes to Ordinance 2806 to adjust
FAR for the proposed Providence Heights schools.  These amendments were
considered by the Planning Policy Commission (PPC) in October, 2018.  Though the
purpose of these amendments was to facilitate construction of the Providence Heights
schools, no individual notice was sent to the adjacent Providence Point community of
these proceedings. ISD’s requested modifications were approved by the PPC in
November, 2018 and by the Council on April 15, 2019 in Ordinance 2868. 

The major change found in ordinance 2868 from the adopted regulations was
allowance for FAR reductions.  However, instead of simply eliminating or reducing FAR
for school properties, Ordinance 2868 allowed a reduction in FAR requirements:

at the discretion of the Designated Official, using the Administrative Adjustment
of Standards process established in IMC 18.07.250 Administrative Adjustment of
Standards.

Ordinance 2868 did not address, nor even mention, the prohibition against
administrative adjustments for certain standards in IMC 18.07.280:

18.07.280 Prohibited standards.
No administrative adjustment may be made for the following projects, standards
or requirements except as permitted with the purchase of transfer of
development rights and the associated limits defined in IMC 18.10.2050(B),
Application, Process and Procedures for Using TDRs:

A.    Density;

“Density” is defined in the code (IMC 18.02.060 Definitions – D.) as:

The amount of dwelling units per acre or gross square footage per acre for any
given development or proposed development. “Density” is considered a
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August 6, 2021
Page 3

development standard within the zoning districts. Formula for density calculation
found in Chapters 18.04 and 18.07  IMC. (See also Intensity.)

(Emphasis added.)  The failure of the Council to remove the prohibition against
administrative adjustments in Ordinance 2868 indicates that an AAS for FAR
requirements is not permitted for ISD’s schools proposal.  

Ordinance 2868 also indicated that the method to obtain an AAS for FAR was the AAS
process established in IMC 18.07.250 et.seq.  IMC 18.07.270 establishes the required
AAS Process and says that:

The Planning Director/Manager has the authority to make the final decision
regarding administrative adjustment of standards for all levels of review.

(Emphasis supplied).  This section also provides for appeals of Planning Director
decisions:

The Planning Director/Manager’s decision on the administrative adjustment of
standards is final unless appealed. Appeals to a Level 2 Review/administrative
adjustment of standards decision are made to the Hearing Examiner (further
appeals to King County Superior Court).

Accordingly, the final decision for AAS for FAR is made by the Director. The language
in IMC 18.07.270 applies to all the AAS requested, including those for required tree
retention, parking, etc.  These would be classified as “Other standards not identified” in
IMC 18.07.350, requiring that specific approval criteria be used, including that the AAS
not “negatively impact adjacent property owners” and the “visual character, scale and
design compatibility of the surrounding area.”

This process is contrary to your statement in your July 13 email which says:

The AAS requests are consolidated with the MSP and SDP and a decision will
be made by the City Council on all applications at the same time.

This July 13 email says AAS decisions will be made by the Council, but leaves open
what role the Director or Development Commission might play in this process. 
However, the code is unequivocal in providing that the Director makes a final
appealable AAS decision for “all levels of review,” not the City Council.  If the Council
had wished to change the process, and make itself the final decision maker, it would
have done so in Ordinance 2868.  Please advise if you disagree with this interpretation
of the code. 
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Sierra Carson

From: karen kremer <kremer_70@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 4:50 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Re: ISD HS#4/ES#17:  SEPA Determination 2nd Revision

 it's not going to change anything . Money will rule as always. 

On Monday, August 23, 2021, 11:25:32 AM PDT, Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov> wrote: 

Hello, 

Thank you for providing the City of Issaquah with your comments.  I will include them in the materials for Development 
Commission and City Council, but please note that Issaquah School District is the Lead Agency for SEPA and is 
responsible for incorporating your comments into the checklist and threshold determination.  We will add you to our 
Parties of Record list so that you will receive any future notices and materials we distribute.  Currently we anticipate a 
public hearing toward the end of September and decision by the end of the year. 

Sincerely, 

Cristina 

Cristina Haworth, AICP | Issaquah Planning Consultant 

Phone: 425.739.7959 

From: MD Jin <mdjin@hotmail.com>  
Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 8:49 AM 
To: Mullins, Tom AD-Staff <MullinsT@issaquah.wednet.edu>; 'dsreebny@gmail.com' <dsreebny@gmail.com>; 
'gorg12498@yahoo.com' <gorg12498@yahoo.com>; 'brownrs@plu.edu' <brownrs@plu.edu>; 
'wrightfamily310@hotmail.com' <wrightfamily310@hotmail.com>; 'osmerdave@outlook.com' <osmerdave@outlook.com>; 
'dianeexreed@outlook.com' <dianeexreed@outlook.com>; 'Rick@aramburu-eustis.com' <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com>; 
'yuchinliu@yahoo.com' <yuchinliu@yahoo.com>; 'miller4g@gmail.com' <miller4g@gmail.com>; 'kremer_70@yahoo.com' 
<kremer_70@yahoo.com>; 'm4m3hope@gmail.com' <m4m3hope@gmail.com>; 'patrick.mullaney@stoel.com' 
<patrick.mullaney@stoel.com>; 'david@cascadegroup.com' <david@cascadegroup.com>; 'bill@cascadegroup.com' 
<bill@cascadegroup.com> 
Cc: Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov>; Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov>; 
dpyle@sammamish.us <dpyle@sammamish.us>; JElekes@sammamish.us <JElekes@sammamish.us>; 
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kmoran@sammamish.us <kmoran@sammamish.us> 
Subject: ISD HS#4/ES#17: SEPA Determination 2nd Revision 

  

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

  

Thank you for your email for SEPA determination 2nd revision.  I support public education and routinely vote for school 
bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are 
significant.  I offer the following examples: 

  

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 
tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 
impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-
794. 

  

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 
suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 
contamination is found?  

  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 
amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with field 
rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 
“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

  

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 
creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 
intent not of environmental significance? 

  

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 
congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

  

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 
Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this 
proposed project are considered.  

  

Thank you. 

  

Maidong Jin 
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Issaquah, WA 98029  

Email: mdjin@hotmail.com 

  

  

From: Mullins, Tom AD-Staff 

Sent: 2021年8月10日 16:23 

To: 'dsreebny@gmail.com'; 'gorg12498@yahoo.com'; 'brownrs@plu.edu'; 'wrightfamily310@hotmail.com'; 
'osmerdave@outlook.com'; 'dianeexreed@outlook.com'; 'Rick@aramburu-eustis.com'; 'mdjin@hotmail.com'; 
'yuchinliu@yahoo.com'; 'miller4g@gmail.com'; 'kremer_70@yahoo.com'; 'm4m3hope@gmail.com'; 
'gorg12498@yahoo.com'; 'dianeexreed@outlook.com'; 'patrick.mullaney@stoel.com'; 'david@cascadegroup.com'; 
'bill@cascadegroup.com' 
Subject: ISD HS#4/ES#17: SEPA Determination 2nd Revision 

  

Attached is a SECOND REVISED to the Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance associated with the construction of 
the Issaquah School District’s High School #4 and Elementary School #17. 

  

Thank you, 

  

Thomas C. Mullins 

Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District 

(425) 864-2059 
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Sierra Carson

From: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 15, 2021 11:42 AM

To: Cristina Haworth

Cc: Lucy Sloman

Subject: RE: ISD Providence Heights Proposal - SEPA Threshold Determination Issued by ISD

Cristina: 

As Providence Point prepares it’s comments on the District’s MDNS, a question of enforcement as arisen. 

The District’s Second Revision to its MDNS contains four pages of conditions. Most of the conditions are either without 

detail, are vague or the actual conditions not yet prepared.  No mechanism for enforcement of the conditions is stated 

in the MDNS or attached  Environmental Checklist.  As you can appreciate, many are concerned that, given the District is 

both the proponent/applicant and is the lead agency/responsible official for the SEPA process, presenting an obvious 

conflict of interest, enforcement of these conditions will be without any teeth and the conditions will be meaningless. 

The Issaquah SEPA ordinance provides, at IMC 18.10.150, concerning Threshold Determinations and Mitigated DNSs, at 

Subsection F, as follows: 

F. Mitigation measures incorporated in the mitigated DNS shall be deemed conditions of approval of
the licensing decision and may be enforced in the same manner as any term or condition of the
permit, or enforced in any matter specifically prescribed by the City. Failure to comply with the
designated mitigation measures shall be grounds for suspension and/or revocation of any license
issued.

Will the City be enforcing the mitigation measures found in the MDNS and/or environmental checklist dated June 2, 

2021? 

Thank you for your attention to this important subject. 

Rick 

From: Rick Aramburu  

Sent: Saturday, August 14, 2021 11:07 AM 

To: Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: RE: ISD Providence Heights Proposal - SEPA Threshold Determination Issued by ISD 

Cristina: 

With several days left in the SEPA comment period for this project, I write to take issue with statements in this email. 

In this email you state: 

Please do not send comments on the SEPA determination to the City of Issaquah.  City staff are unable to review, respond 

to, or incorporate comments into the SEPA determination.  The City is, however, still taking comments on the SDP, MSP, 

and AAS applications for the proposal. 
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The City of Issaquah cannot close its eyes to the environmental consequences of this proposal and ignore comments 

from the public and other agencies on the subject.  IMC 18.10.090 provides:  “Under state law, the procedure for 

review of Project Permits shall be combined with the environmental review process, both procedural and 

substantive. “ 

Under IMC 18.10.250, “SEPA decisions – Substantive authority,” 

A.    The City may attach conditions to a license or approval for a proposal so long as: 

1.    Such conditions are necessary to mitigate specific adverse environmental impacts clearly identified 

in an environmental document prepared pursuant to this chapter; and 

Moreover, specific approvals for public schools include specific criteria that must be met under IMC 18.07.480.E.5: 

5.    Environmental Impacts: The existing natural environment of the area shall be identified, along with 

impacts of the proposed facility upon the natural environment, and required mitigation shall also be 

identified. 

 

It is clear from the City’s codes that it must consider and mitigate for environmental impacts.  Substantially all 

of the comments on the District’s proposed MDNS will relate to environmental issues and will inform the City 

in the review required by its ordinances.   The City should assemble, receive and review the comments 

submitted on the MDNS and incorporate this material into decision making on this project.  

 

Thank you. 

 

Rick  

 

 

From: Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov>  

Sent: Wednesday, July 28, 2021 12:21 PM 

To: Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: ISD Providence Heights Proposal - SEPA Threshold Determination Issued by ISD 

 

Good afternoon, 

  

You are receiving this email because you previously commented on Issaquah School District’s (ISD) proposal to construct 

a new consolidated high school and elementary school campus at 4221 228th Avenue SE or you have requested to 

become a party of record for this proposal.  This email is a courtesy notification to let you know that ISD has issued its 

SEPA Threshold Determination for the project, available on ISD’s website at: 

https://www.issaquah.wednet.edu/district/departments/CapProjects/Projects/new-high-school-4. 

 

The threshold determination and checklist have also been posted to the City’s website at: issaquahwa.gov/development. 

 

ISD is the SEPA Lead Agency for this proposal and is the only Agency able to take and respond to SEPA comments for 

this project.  Please send any SEPA-related comments to: 

 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

via email: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 
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Please do not send comments on the SEPA determination to the City of Issaquah.  City staff are unable to review, 

respond to, or incorporate comments into the SEPA determination.  The City is, however, still taking comments on the 

SDP, MSP, and AAS applications for the proposal. 

 

Sincerely, 

  

Cristina Haworth 

 

Cristina Haworth, AICP | Issaquah Planning Consultant 
Phone: 425.739.7959 
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Sierra Carson

From: Lucy Sloman

Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 4:56 PM

To: David Thompson

Cc: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Diane Chiu; Cristina Haworth

Subject: RE: ISD Providence Point Project NEEDS Environmental Study / further mitigation / 

conditions

Mr. Thompson 
Thank you for providing the City of Issaquah with your comments.  Issaquah School District is the Lead Agency 
for SEPA but I have forwarded your comments to our reviewers.  We will add you to our Parties of Record list 
so that you will receive any future notices and materials we distribute.  Currently we anticipate a public hearing 
toward the end of September and decision by the end of the year.  Your comments will be provided to the 
decision makers.   
Regards 
Lucy  

Lucy Sloman AICP  Planning Manager & Designated Official for the Urban Villages 
Community Planning & Development Department (formerly DSD) 

Direct 425|837-3433 · Front Desk 425|837-3100 · 425|837-3470 REPORT SPILLS 

Issaquah, WA - Official Website 

From: David Thompson <dayffe@gmail.com> 

Sent: Sunday, August 15, 2021 11:19 AM 

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; Diane Chiu <drdiane1@hotmail.com> 

Subject: ISD Providence Point Project NEEDS Environmental Study / further mitigation / conditions 

Hello, 

It has been brought to our attention that the comment period is open for this matter and that our concerns can be made 

a matter of public record. 

Laughing Jacob's Creek runs through property which our family purchased in 1978 and on which we have built our 

primary residence.  We are greatly concerned about the very likely flooding of the creek that will be caused by ISD 

replacing 35 acres of tree-filled watershed with over 900,000 sf of hardscapes plus a 6-acre multi-lane intersection. The 

trees on that property absorb 50% of rainfall and denuding the site will cause stormwater runoff to the creek to increase 

dramatically.  Any other developer would be required to complete an Environmental Impact Study but the ISD simply 

had their finance officer claim that the environmental effects are nonsignificant.  Those who are knowledgeable on the 

subject agree that sedimentation and erosion will cause serious overflow problems, especially with the increased 

amount of severe storms we've had in recent years.  In the last 3 years, we've witnessed record-setting flooding of Lake 

Sammamish and waters rising in Laughing Jacob's Creek unlike anything our family has seen in 40 years.  And this is 
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before the ISD project.   At the very least an INDEPENDENT Environmental Impact Study needs to look at the hydrologic 

conditions in the watershed to truly determine the additional impacts of the development. In this study, the entire 

watershed must be viewed as one natural unit (the only logical way to assess the effects) without regard to the fact that 

it happens to straddle two jurisdictions.   

 

We have spent millions of dollars developing our property in strict compliance with multiple agencies in order to 

minimize any environmental impact of our construction. Issaquah School District should be required to do the same. If 

we have to pay for any damage to our property as a result of inappropriate planning, oversite, and proper mitigation in 

this ISD Providence Point Project, we will not hesitate to seek legal counsel.  

 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Diane Chiu, M.D.  

David Thompson 
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Sierra Carson

From: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 3:02 PM

To: David Pyle

Cc: Karen Moran; Dave Rudat; Jeff Elekes; Lisa Marshall; Cristina Haworth; Lucy Sloman

Subject: RE: MDNS for ISD Schools

David: 

Thank you for your response. 

In fact, the SEPA “Responsible Official” for the schools project is Jacob Kuper, not the School Board so I’m not sure what 

good it will do to send comments to them.  He was apparently selected because he is the District’s “Chief of Finance and 

Operations” and has the following “goal,” as nicely summarized in his email to you back in April:  

"My goal is to ensure that my municipal partners stay in their legal lanes and do not create undue burden/cost on the 

District taxpayers." 

I trust the City has not given over to the District what is best for Sammamish residents and commuters. 

Rick 

From: David Pyle <dpyle@sammamish.us>  

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 7:59 AM 

To: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com> 

Cc: Karen Moran <kmoran@sammamish.us>; Dave Rudat <DRudat@sammamish.us>; Jeff Elekes 

<JElekes@sammamish.us>; Lisa Marshall <lmarshall@sammamish.us>; Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov>; 

Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: RE: MDNS for ISD Schools 

Hi Rick, 

As you are aware, a very small (but essential) component of this ISD project is under City of Sammamish jurisdiction. The 

majority of the project is located within the City of Issaquah jurisdiction. The entire project is under ISD jurisdiction. This 

is why ISD retains lead agency designation.  

Due to our limited involvement in permitting this project it would not be appropriate for the City of Sammamish to take 

the role of lead agency. Further, we are not staffed for this and have no mechanism for cost recovery (processing of 

SEPA, especially an EIS is an expensive and staff intensive endeavor) as we do not have jurisdiction over the actual 

development of the site – the campus is not located within City of Sammamish City limits.  

We maintain our position, as directed by the City Council during the April 13, 2021 City Council Meeting. The Council’s 

discussion and direction can also be watched at https://www.youtube.com/embed/68CfqPPU-ew . Our focus is on 

mitigation of potential traffic impacts and ensuring site stormwater management meets applicable stormwater 

management standards.  

Finally, as you are aware the ISD is governed by an elected school board. I strongly suggest you and your clients petition 

the elected officials responsible for oversight of the project proposal regarding your concerns associated with 

development of this property and adequacy of the analysis of potential environmental impacts and associated 
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mitigation measures. Sending comment letters to the elected officials responsible for this project may prove more 

effective than filling my email inbox when I have virtually no role in this project – with the many emails that I have 

received or have been copied on from your clients, I have yet to see an email/comment letter sent to or copied to ISD 

School Board members. Is it the City of Sammamish staff role to convince the School Board to change their mind on the 

design of this campus when the School Board was elected as the decision makers in this capacity by the same citizenry 

that the City of Sammamish represents?  

 

 

David Pyle 

Director, Department of Community Development 

City of Sammamish 

425-295-0521 

dpyle@sammamish.us 

***During the Covid19 event I am working remotely from City Hall. I will do my best to respond to email and voicemail 

communications received and appreciate your patience.*** 

 

 

 

 

 

 

From: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com>  

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 3:21 PM 

To: Karen Moran <kmoran@sammamish.us>; David Pyle <dpyle@sammamish.us> 

Subject: MDNS for ISD Schools 

 

[CAUTION - EXTERNAL EMAIL] 

  

Karen and David: 

  

As you know, the deadline for comments on the MDNS for the Issaquah School District’s 

schools at Providence Heights is Tuesday, August 24.  This is a huge proposal, involving 
more than forty acres of construction for two schools and a stadium, but also a major 

intersection on one of the City’s busiest streets.  The construction impacts alone promise 
years of gridlock on 228th and other local streets.  In addition, with more than 900,000 

square feet of new impervious surface and removal of acres of mature trees and other 
vegetation, there will major impacts on Laughing Jacobs Creek, one of the last Kokanee 

spawning streams that flows into Lake Sammamish.   

  

The District has issued a mitigated determination of nonsignificance (MDNS) for its 

proposal meaning it will not be preparing an environmental impact statement. Of course, 
because under state law the District gets to be both applicant and SEPA reviewer, it 

benefits greatly from not having to risk the adverse comments that will likely come from 
objective review found in an EIS.  An MDNS is intended to document conditions and 

changes to a proposal that allow a determination of little environmental 
impact.  However, even a quick once-over of the District supposed conditions indicate 

they are aspirational only, without specificity or enforceablity, in keeping with the 
District’s desire to build its project unfettered by the concerns of outsiders, even 
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impacted local governments.  There are also major issues as to whether declines in 
enrollment projections, especially for the elementary school, support this construction at 

all.  

  

I urge the City to step in and take over the role of lead agency, perhaps on a joint basis 
with Issaquah, and require an environmental impact statement be prepared.  If that is 

not possible, we urge the City’s comments strongly support the preparation of an EIS by 
the District.  The residents of the City deserve careful and unbiased evaluation of 

environmental impacts of this major proposal.  

  

If you have questions, please call or email. 

  

Rick Aramburu 

Law Offices of J. Richard Aramburu 

705 2nd Ave #1300 

Seattle, Washington 98104 

  

This email may be protected by the Attorney-Client Privilege; if received in error, please discard and notify this office. 

Thank you.  

  

  

  

   

 Please be aware that email communications with members of the City Council, City Commissioners, or 
City staff are public records and are subject to disclosure upon request.  

   

 

 Please be aware that email communications with members of the City Council, City Commissioners, or 
City staff are public records and are subject to disclosure upon request.  
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Sierra Carson

From: Irene Rice <irenearice@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 11:04 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamis.us

Subject: Re: MDNS for proposed HS #4 and ES#17

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MDNS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Irene Rice 

4109 224th Lane SE, Unit#307 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Lucy Sloman

Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 4:57 PM

To: Larry Franks

Cc: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth

Subject: RE: Proposed New Issaquah Schools - Please Reconsider Location

Mr Franks 
Thank you for providing the City of Issaquah with your comments.  Issaquah School District is the Lead Agency 
for SEPA but I have forwarded your comments to our reviewers.  We will add you to our Parties of Record list 
so that you will receive any future notices and materials we distribute.  Currently we anticipate a public hearing 
toward the end of September and decision by the end of the year.  Your comments will be provided to the 
decision makers.   
Regards 
Lucy  

Lucy Sloman AICP  Planning Manager & Designated Official for the Urban Villages 
Community Planning & Development Department (formerly DSD) 

Direct 425|837-3433 · Front Desk 425|837-3100 · 425|837-3470 REPORT SPILLS 

Issaquah, WA - Official Website 

From: Larry Franks <pearsonfr@comcast.net>  

Sent: Saturday, August 14, 2021 4:12 PM 

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: City Council <CityCouncil@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: Proposed New Issaquah Schools - Please Reconsider Location 

Ms. Mullin and Ms. Sloman: 

I thought Issaquah was a salmon-friendly city. 

I thought the Issaquah School district respected the environment it is a part of. 

Perhaps I was mistaken.  The core of my doubt is contained in page 6 of the SEPA Environmental Checklist for 

the proposed project: 

“Roughly 67% of site will be covered with impervious area. This includes building area, drives, 

sidewalks, paved plazas, athletic turf and track.” 

Removal of the majority of the present wooded cover would have disastrous impacts to the Laughing Jacobs 

Creek watershed.  A ‘buffer’ of 25’ to 75’ is completely inadequate to mitigate the impact of the 900Kish 

square feet of impervious surfaces proposed.  Two of the three distinct runs of kokanee in the Lake Sammamish 

watershed are already extinct.  The last run, which still uses Laughing Jacobs Creek, is struggling with very low 

populations.  The impact of the impervious surfaces will include: 

A) Increased peak flows during precipitation extremes (becoming more common with climate change)
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B) “Scouring” of naturally nested kokanee eggs by these high flows 

C) Reduced infiltration to recharge ground water 

D) Higher stream temperatures, especially during low flow months 

 

I know the planning process is far down the road on this project, but it is not too late to keep from destroying 

the very salmon resource that is iconic to our city. 

 

 
 

Larry Franks 

BS Fisheries (Salmonid Culture) UW 1979 

 

Phone:  425.392.2571 (preferred) 

Cell:      425.922.9754 
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Sierra Carson

From: Ron Imhoff <r3025i@outlook.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 8:24 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Issaquah 

Schoolboard

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; Cristina Haworth; Lucy Sloman; Wally Bobkiewicz; Mayor

Subject: RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah 

HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

While I support a strong education system, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns with the 
Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed
repeatedly in comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too
great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation,
and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result
in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering
of previous documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear
to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse
environmental impacts of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave.
SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the
City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-
11-055 (2, a).

4. It doesn't appear that the site was closely researched since this SEPA makes no mention of
invasive species such as ivy, laurel, and holly which are present on the site.

5. While there might be some attempt to deal with stormwater back to pre-development days,
there is no attempt to mitigate the loss of tree cover and the impact on CO2 and climate
change, or the loss of habitat for the many species that currently reside or pass through that
property.

6. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s
indefinite postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4.
Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately
provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required
by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing
and pad preparation, should be considered.

7. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the
MDNS, it is stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared
use of facilities between schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site
plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous
recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic
competitions.

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



2

  
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully 
short of adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 
MDNS. The need for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact 
Statement is indisputable.   
  
Yours truly,  
Ron Imhoff 
3935 226th Place SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029   
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Sierra Carson

From: Daniel Sreebny <dsreebny@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 1:03 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Cc: Wally Bobkiewicz; Lucy Sloman; Cristina Haworth

Subject: Re: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA 

Register No 202104221

Dear Ms. Dhaliwal, 

I appreciate your acknowledgement of my submission.  I have already submitted that submission to ISD Capital Facilities 

Director, Mr. Mullins. 

At the same time, I must respectfully register my strongest concerns about your statement that the City of Issaquah may 

'only assume “lead agency” status, if it believes that a Determination of Significance should be issued, in lieu of 

an MDNS, “…based only upon information contained in the environmental checklist attached to the DNS 
transmitted by the first lead agency or the notice of application if the optional DNS process is used, and any 
other information the new lead agency has on the matters contained in the environmental checklist.”' 
(emphasis added)  Your statement would suggest that, if the school district has failed to properly address the 
basic issues required under the process (and it has failed to properly address these basic issues, whether by 
deliberate intent or unprofessional omission), the City of Issaquah might simply accept the inadequate 
submission from the designated "lead agency."  In response, I will simply point out that the ultimate 
responsibility (and authority) remains with the City of Issaquah (along with the City of Sammamish for areas 
affecting its jurisdiction).  If the leaders and senior staff of the City of Issaquah wish to abdicate their 
responsibilities to protect the environmental well-being of our neighborhoods, then you should state this 
directly.  But I hope that will not be the case, and that the City's representatives will act in accordance with 
relevant laws and regulations to ensure that any project is done without environmental damage to our 
community. 

In closing, I ask that this exchange of communications be placed in the official record and shared with the 
Mayor and City Council Members. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Sreebny 

22618 SE 44th Place 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

On Mon, Aug 23, 2021 at 12:37 PM Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov> wrote: 

Dear Mr. Sreebny, 

The City of Issaquah is in receipt of your comments on Issaquah School District’s SEPA Mitigated 
Determination of Non-Significance (“MDNS”) for the New Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary 
School. As you know, the Issaquah School District (“ISD”) is the SEPA lead agency on the proposed 
project and has issued the MDNS.  Therefore, your comments on ISD’s MDNS should be directly 
submitted to ISD by August 24, 2021, to ensure that your comments are timely received by the proper 
agency. Your comments may be sent to ISD’s Capital Facilities Director, Tom Mullins 
at mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu. 

Furthermore, your e-mail also requested the City Issaquah to assume “lead agency” status. However, 
the City is unable to assume “lead agency” status at this time.  An “agency with jurisdiction,” such as 
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the City, may only assume “lead agency” status, if it believes that a Determination of Significance 
should be issued, in lieu of an MDNS, “…based only upon information contained in the environmental 
checklist attached to the DNS transmitted by the first lead agency or the notice of application if the 
optional DNS process is used, and any other information the new lead agency has on the matters 
contained in the environmental checklist.”  WAC 197-11-948(2).  Therefore, the City will defer to ISD, 
as the SEPA lead agency, to address community concerns and comments related to 
SEPA.  Additionally, we have included you in the Parties of Record list and will inform you when the 
hearing for the Site Development Permit and the Master Site Plan is scheduled.  

 

 

Minnie Dhaliwal 

City of Issaquah | Director Community Planning and Development 

425.837.3430  
 

From: Daniel Sreebny <dsreebny@gmail.com> 

Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 6:24 AM 

To: Wally Bobkiewicz <wallyb@issaquahwa.gov>; Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov>; Lucy Sloman 

<LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: Daniel Sreebny <dsreebny@gmail.com> 

Subject: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA Register No 202104221  

  

August 18, 2021 

  

  

Wally Bobkiewicz, City Manager 

Minnie Dhaliwal, Director, Community Planning and Development 

Lucy Sloman, Planning Manager 

Cristina Haworth, Planning Consultant 

City of Issaquah 

P.O. Box 1307 

Issaquah, WA  98021 

Via Email 
to: wallyb@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; LucyS@issaquahwa.gov; cristinah@issaquahwa.gov 

  

Subject: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA Register No 
202104221, Issaquah School District Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) 
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Dear Mr. Bobkiewicz, Ms. Dhaliwal, Ms. Sloman and Ms. Haworth; 

  

I write to you to urge you, as strongly as I possibly can, to use your authority as an agency with jurisdiction 
over the subject proposal, to assume Lead Agency status of the environmental review process of the project 
as is provided for under WAC 197-11-948.  I write as a resident of Issaquah, and as a consistent supporter of 
public education funding and projects throughout my adult life.  However, the Issaquah School District's 
MDNS report and accompanying SEPA checklist for this project are severely flawed and fail to adequately 
address the probable significant adverse impact to the environment that this project and new campus 
will create. 

  

Furthermore, these documents fail to meet the basic requirements of State Law.  RCW 43.21C.030 states in 
part, “…every recommendation or report on proposals for legislation or other major actions significantly 
affecting the quality of the environment (such as this MDNS) shall include a detailed statement by the 
responsible official on: 1) the environmental impact of the proposed action; 2) any adverse environmental 
effects which cannot be avoided should the proposal be implemented; 3) alternatives to the proposed 
action.” On all accounts, this MDNS fails these requirements: 1) virtually no impacts are described; 2) 
numerous adverse impacts which cannot be avoided are not detailed, and 3) no alternatives to the proposed 
actions are presented. 

 

My review of the MDNS document noted the following issues of serious concern: 
  

·        It states that the Construction Impact Mitigation Plan (CIMP) will include “off-site migration of 
dust and dirt from construction activities,” but fails to detail how this massive transfer will be 
accomplished, or the destination site for this enormous amount of dust and dirt. 
·        It states that the project will “Provide vegetated buffer along the north and west boundaries of the 
project,” but fails to ensure the same for the southwest and south boundaries, alongside a large 
residential community. 
·        It states, “If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during the 
construction of the new school building, testing of the potentially contaminated media shall be 
conducted. If contamination is revealed by testing, Ecology shall be notified.”  However, it fails to detail 
what steps would actually be taken if such likely contamination occurs. 
·        It states, “A groundwater monitoring plan shall be prepared to evaluate groundwater quality 
within the area of the Class III Critical Aquifer Recharge Area on an annual basis. The results shall be 
made available to the City of Issaquah, the City of Sammamish, and members of the public upon 
request.”  However, it fails to detail any steps that would actually be taken if very likely deterioration in 
groundwater quality occurs – a major threat to the water and soil of the neighboring communities and 
cities. 
·        It states, “The stormwater management system shall be designed to “Enhanced” treatment 
standards, including removal of suspended solids and dissolved metals and removal of phosphorus for 
all on-site and off-site pollution-generating impervious surfaces associated with the project.”  However, 
it fails to detail the potential impact of such a system will have on the water and soil of the surrounding 
neighborhoods, or how it will prevent such a negative impact from taking place. 
·        It states that the plan will “Purchase credits from East Lake Sammamish Mitigation Bank for 
offsite Wetland Mitigation for impacts to Wetland C.”  This does nothing to protect the wetlands that 
are actually located next to the proposed construction site. 
·        It states, “A public address or similar noise amplification system is prohibited at the baseball and 
softball fields” – but fails to note or address the significant noise pollution resulting from the 
multipurpose turf playfield/ track/covered grandstands amplification system and crowd noise. 
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·        It states, “Required equipment tests for the emergency generator and any outdoor mechanical 
equipment shall be limited to 7:00 AM through 6:00 PM Monday through Friday. If any equipment 
exceeds adopted noise standards set forth in the Issaquah Municipal Code, sound barriers or similar 
features designed to attenuate sound shall be installed.”  But it fails to guarantee that the attenuated 
sound shall fall under the adopted noise standards set forth in the Issaquah Municipal Code. 
·        It states, “ISD will discourage vehicle idling during student drop-off and pick-up times,” but fails to 
acknowledge, detail, or deal with the inevitable air pollution damage that will be created by such idling, 
which always occurs in these settings  -- especially since the project is in a location that will prevent all 
or most students from commuting on foot or bicycle. 

  

For all these reasons, the MDNS report for this project is clearly unacceptable to our communities and 
residents.  It is therefore necessary for the City of Issaquah to act immediately under SEPA Section WAC 
197-11-948, which states, “Assumption of lead agency status” provides that, “(1) An agency with jurisdiction 
over a proposal, upon review of a DNS (WAC 197-11-340) may transmit to the initial lead agency a completed 
‘Notice of assumption of lead agency status.’”  However, “Assumption of lead agency status shall occur only 
within the fourteen-day comment period on a DNS issued under WAC 197-11-340.” (emphasis mine)  

  

Since the “fourteen-day comment period” is rapidly coming to an end (August 24), it is urgently incumbent 
upon you to assume Lead Agency status of this process immediately, declare a Determination of 
Significance and develop a full Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), before any further steps on this project 
are considered.   

  

Section WAC 197-11-340 Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS), provides the basis for your ability to 
assume Lead Agency status. Section 2(f) states, “The responsible official shall reconsider the DNS based on 
timely comments and may retain or modify the DNS or, if the responsible official determines that significant 
adverse impacts are likely, withdraw the DNS or supporting documents.”  Section 3(a) states, “The lead 
agency shall withdraw a DNS if: (i) There are substantial changes to a proposal [i.e. a ROW permit application 
for the 228th intersection] so that the proposal is likely to have significant adverse environmental 
impacts; (ii) There is significant new information indicating, or on, a proposal's probable significant adverse 
environmental impacts [ditto the intersection permit and the comments they will receive from the public]; or 
(iii) The DNS was procured by misrepresentation or lack of material disclosure; if such DNS resulted from the 
actions of an applicant, any subsequent environmental checklist on the proposal shall be prepared directly by 
the lead agency or its consultant at the expense of the applicant.”  (emphasis mine) Since item iii is clearly the 
case here, and since the City would then be the new lead agency, the subsequent costs would be borne by 
ISD. 

  

The City of Issaquah prides itself to be an environmental champion.  This MDNS presented by the ISD is the 
absolute antithesis of environmental championship.  If allowed to proceed under the conditions of the 
proposed MDNS, this project will cause serious, long-term harm to our citizens and neighborhoods.  Please, 
do the right thing and assume Lead Agency status of this critical environmental assessment process! 

  

Thank you for your attention to this important issue.   
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Sincerely, 

 

Daniel Sreebny 

22618 SE 44th Place 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

DSreebny@gmail.com 
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Sierra Carson

From: Minnie Dhaliwal

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 12:30 PM

To: Dave Osmer; Wally Bobkiewicz; Lucy Sloman; Cristina Haworth

Cc: Rick Aramburu

Subject: Re: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA 

Register No 202104221

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Dear Mr. Osmer, 

The City of Issaquah is in receipt of your comments on Issaquah School District’s SEPA Mitigated 
Determination of Non-Significance (“MDNS”) for the New Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary 
School. As you know, the Issaquah School District (“ISD”) is the SEPA lead agency on the proposed 
project and has issued the MDNS.  Therefore, your comments on ISD’s MDNS should be directly 
submitted to ISD by August 24, 2021, to ensure that your comments are timely received by the proper 
agency. Your comments may be sent to ISD’s Capital Facilities Director, Tom Mullins 
at mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu. 

Furthermore, your e-mail also requested the City Issaquah to assume “lead agency” status. However, 
the City is unable to assume “lead agency” status at this time.  An “agency with jurisdiction,” such as 
the City, may only assume “lead agency” status, if it believes that a Determination of Significance 
should be issued, in lieu of an MDNS, “…based only upon information contained in the environmental 
checklist attached to the DNS transmitted by the first lead agency or the notice of application if the 
optional DNS process is used, and any other information the new lead agency has on the matters 
contained in the environmental checklist.”  WAC 197-11-948(2).  Therefore, the City will defer to ISD, 
as the SEPA lead agency, to address community concerns and comments related to 
SEPA.  Additionally, we have included you in the Parties of Record list and will inform you when the 
hearing for the Site Development Permit and the Master Site Plan is scheduled. 

Minnie Dhaliwal 

City of Issaquah | Director Community Planning and Development 

425.837.3430  

From: Dave Osmer <osmerdave@outlook.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 2021 9:26 PM 

To: Wally Bobkiewicz <wallyb@issaquahwa.gov>; Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov>; Lucy Sloman 

<LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com> 

Subject: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA Register No 202104221 

WILLIAM D. OSMER 

22433 SE HIGHLAND LANE 
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ISSAQUAH, WASHINGTON  98029 

PHONE: 425.802.1070 | E-MAIL: osmerdave@outlook.com 

  

  

  

August 17, 2021 

  

  

Wally Bobkiewicz, City Manager 

Minnie Dhaliwal, Director, Community Planning and Development 

Lucy Sloman, Planning Manager 

Cristina Haworth, Planning Consultant 

City of Issaquah 

P.O. Box 1307 

Issaquah, WA  98021 

Via Email to: wallyb@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; LucyS@issaquahwa.gov; 

cristinah@issaquahwa.gov  

  

Subject: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA Register No 

202104221, Issaquah School District Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) 

  

Dear Mr. Bobkiewicz, Ms. Dhaliwal, Ms. Sloman and Ms. Haworth; 

  

I write to you to urge you, as strongly as I possibly can, to use your authority as an agency with jurisdiction over 

the subject proposal, to assume Lead Agency status of the environmental review process of the project as is 

provided for under WAC 197-11-948. 
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I have carefully reviewed the subject MDNS document, and its accompanying SEPA Check List prepared by 

the Issaquah School District (ISD).  Neither of these documents presents, even remotely, adequate evidence to 

support the declaration of an MDNS.  Additionally, they represent an unjustifiable conflict of interest on the 

part of ISD.  These documents are clearly biased in favor of ISD’s own interests and are not in the best interests 

of the greater community. 

  

Furthermore, these documents fail to meet the basic requirements of State Law.  RCW 43.21C.030 states in 

part, “…every recommendation or report on proposals for legislation or other major actions significantly 

affecting the quality of the environment (such as this MDNS) shall include a detailed statement by the 

responsible official on: 1) the environmental impact of the proposed action; 2) any adverse environmental 

effects which cannot be avoided should the proposal be implemented; 3) alternatives to the proposed action.” 

On all accounts, this MDNS fails these requirements: 1) virtually no impacts are described; 2) numerous 

adverse impacts which cannot be avoided are not detailed, and 3) no alternatives to the proposed actions are 

presented.  

  

There are multitudes of examples of these failures throughout these two documents which I will be submitting 

to ISD by the comment deadline.  However, for your reference, a few of the most egregious are described as 

follows: 

  

• No mention of the adverse impacts on Laughing Jacob’s Creek, a designated geologically hazardous 

area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon, even though project plans call for the creek 

being the primary depository for the stormwater discharged from the site, and there is no mention of any 

mitigation of these impacts on the creek,   

• No mention of the adverse impacts of removing over 2,000 trees (the vast majority of those existing on 

site) most of which are proposed to be replaced by “nursery stock” which will take decades to mature, 

and no mention of any mitigation of these impacts, 

• No mention of the adverse impacts that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. SE, and SE 43rd Way 

will have on these already congested streets, as well as other streets and neighborhoods in the vicinity, 

and no mention of any mitigation of these impacts.  In fact, as of this writing, there has not even been a 

Right-of-Way permit application submitted to the City of Sammamish for the six-lane intersection 

proposed for the entry/exit of the development.  How can a MDNS be declared on a project for which a 

permit application for a critical aspect of its design has not even been presented?  Simple answer – It 

can’t! 

• No mention of the adverse impacts of the proposal not being compatible with surrounding land uses as is 

required by Issaquah Municipal Code (IMC), Section 18.07.480 “Community Facilities Standards.”  Part 

A states, “Purpose and Intent: The purpose and intent of requiring specific standards for community 

facility buildings and structures or land uses are: 1. Compatibility of Land Uses: Establish general 

standards regarding aesthetics, height, and other development standards for community facilities which 

will ensure compatibility of design, construction and scale, and minimize the impact of these facilities 

with surrounding uses” (emphasis mine).  

  

As I’m sure you know, the SEPA Section WAC 197-11-948 “Assumption of lead agency status” provides that, 

“(1) An agency with jurisdiction over a proposal, upon review of a DNS (WAC 197-11-340) may transmit to the 

initial lead agency a completed ‘Notice of assumption of lead agency status.’”  However, “Assumption of lead 
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agency status shall occur only within the fourteen-day comment period on a DNS issued under WAC 197-11-

340.” (emphasis mine)   

  

Since the “fourteen-day comment period” is rapidly coming to an end (August 24), it is urgently incumbent 

upon you to assume Lead Agency status of this process immediately, declare a Determination of 

Significance and develop a full Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), before any further steps on this project 

are considered.  It will not cost the City any additional expense to do this!  As shown below, by law, its 

preparation will be accomplished “at the expense of the applicant.”  

  

Section WAC 197-11-340 Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS), provides the basis for your ability to 

assume Lead Agency status. Section 2(f) states, “The responsible official shall reconsider the DNS based on 

timely comments and may retain or modify the DNS or, if the responsible official determines that significant 

adverse impacts are likely, withdraw the DNS or supporting documents.”  Section 3(a) states, “The lead agency 

shall withdraw a DNS if: (i) There are substantial changes to a proposal [i.e. a ROW permit application for the 

228th intersection] so that the proposal is likely to have significant adverse environmental impacts; (ii) There is 

significant new information indicating, or on, a proposal's probable significant adverse environmental impacts 

[ditto the intersection permit and the comments they will receive from the public]; or (iii) The DNS was 

procured by misrepresentation or lack of material disclosure; if such DNS resulted from the actions of an 

applicant, any subsequent environmental checklist on the proposal shall be prepared directly by the lead 

agency or its consultant at the expense of the applicant.”  (emphasis mine) 

  

As noted above, item iii is clearly the case here, and since the City would then be the new lead agency, the 

subsequent costs would be borne by ISD. 

  

The City of Issaquah prides itself to be an environmental champion.  This MDNS presented by the ISD is the 

absolute antithesis of environmental championship.  If allowed to proceed under the conditions of the proposed 

MDNS, this project will result in an environment disaster.  Please, do the right thing and assume Lead 

Agency status of this critical environmental assessment process! 

  

Thank you for your attention this important issue. 

  

Sincerely, 

  

 
Dave Osmer 

  

  

cc:  Richard Aramburu  
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Sierra Carson

From: Minnie Dhaliwal

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 12:41 PM

To: Ron Imhoff; Cristina Haworth; Lucy Sloman; Wally Bobkiewicz

Cc: Tina Eggers

Subject: Re: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA 

Register No 202104221

Dear Mr. Imhoff, 

The City of Issaquah is in receipt of your comments on Issaquah School District’s SEPA Mitigated 
Determination of Non-Significance (“MDNS”) for the New Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary 
School. As you know, the Issaquah School District (“ISD”) is the SEPA lead agency on the proposed 
project and has issued the MDNS.  Therefore, your comments on ISD’s MDNS should be directly 
submitted to ISD by August 24, 2021, to ensure that your comments are timely received by the proper 
agency. Your comments may be sent to ISD’s Capital Facilities Director, Tom Mullins 
at mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu. 

Furthermore, your e-mail also requested the City Issaquah to assume “lead agency” status. However, 
the City is unable to assume “lead agency” status at this time.  An “agency with jurisdiction,” such as 
the City, may only assume “lead agency” status, if it believes that a Determination of Significance 
should be issued, in lieu of an MDNS, “…based only upon information contained in the environmental 
checklist attached to the DNS transmitted by the first lead agency or the notice of application if the 
optional DNS process is used, and any other information the new lead agency has on the matters 
contained in the environmental checklist.”  WAC 197-11-948(2).  Therefore, the City will defer to ISD, 
as the SEPA lead agency, to address community concerns and comments related to 
SEPA.  Additionally, we have included you in the Parties of Record list and will inform you when the 
hearing for the Site Development Permit and the Master Site Plan is scheduled. 

Minnie Dhaliwal 

City of Issaquah | Director Community Planning and Development 

425.837.3430  

From: Ron Imhoff <r3025i@outlook.com> 

Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 11:41 AM 

To: Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov>; Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; Wally Bobkiewicz 

<wallyb@issaquahwa.gov>; Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: Mayor <Mayor@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA Register No 202104221 

Wally Bobkiewicz, City Manager 

Minnie Dhaliwal, Director, Community Planning and Development 

Lucy Sloman, Planning Manager 

Cristina Haworth, Planning Consultant 
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City of Issaquah 

P.O. Box 1307 

Issaquah, WA  98021 

Via Email to: wallyb@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; LucyS@issaquahwa.gov; cristinah@issaquahwa.gov 

  

Subject: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA Register No 202104221, Issaquah School 
District Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) 

  

Dear Mr. Bobkiewicz, Ms. Dhaliwal, Ms. Sloman and Ms. Haworth; 

  

I write to you to urge you, as strongly as I possibly can, to use your authority as an agency with jurisdiction over the subject proposal, to 
assume Lead Agency status of the environmental review process of the project as is provided for under WAC 197-11-948. 

  

I have carefully reviewed the subject MDNS document, and its accompanying SEPA Check List prepared by the Issaquah School 
District (ISD).  Neither of these documents presents, even remotely, adequate evidence to support the declaration of an 
MDNS.  Additionally, they represent an unjustifiable conflict of interest on the part of ISD.  These documents are clearly biased in favor 
of ISD’s own interests and are not in the best interests of the greater community. 

  

Furthermore, these documents fail to meet the basic requirements of State Law.  RCW 43.21C.030 states in part, “…every 
recommendation or report on proposals for legislation or other major actions significantly affecting the quality of the environment (such 
as this MDNS) shall include a detailed statement by the responsible official on: 1) the environmental impact of the proposed action; 2) 
any adverse environmental effects which cannot be avoided should the proposal be implemented; 3) alternatives to the proposed 
action.” On all accounts, this MDNS fails these requirements: 1) virtually no impacts are described; 2) numerous adverse impacts which 
cannot be avoided are not detailed, and 3) no alternatives to the proposed actions are presented. 

  

There are multitudes of examples of these failures throughout these two documents which I will be submitting to ISD by the comment 
deadline.  However, for your reference, a few of the most egregious are described as follows: 

  

• No mention of the adverse impacts on Laughing Jacob’s Creek, a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning 
habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon, even though project plans call for the creek being the primary depository for the 
stormwater discharged from the site, and there is no mention of any mitigation of these impacts on the creek,  

• No mention of the adverse impacts of removing over 2,000 trees (the vast majority of those existing on site) most of which are 
proposed to be replaced by “nursery stock” which will take decades to mature, and no mention of any mitigation of these 
impacts, 

• No mention of the adverse impacts that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. SE, and SE 43rd Way will have on these 
already congested streets, as well as other streets and neighborhoods in the vicinity, and no mention of any mitigation of these 
impacts.  In fact, as of this writing, there has not even been a Right-of-Way permit application submitted to the City of 
Sammamish for the six-lane intersection proposed for the entry/exit of the development.  How can a MDNS be declared on a 
project for which a permit application for a critical aspect of its design has not even been presented?  Simple answer – It can’t! 

• No mention of the adverse impacts of the proposal not being compatible with surrounding land uses as is required by Issaquah 
Municipal Code (IMC), Section 18.07.480 “Community Facilities Standards.”  Part A states, “Purpose and Intent: The purpose 
and intent of requiring specific standards for community facility buildings and structures or land uses are: 1. Compatibility of 
Land Uses: Establish general standards regarding aesthetics, height, and other development standards for community 
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facilities which will ensure compatibility of design, construction and scale, and minimize the impact of these facilities with 
surrounding uses” (emphasis mine). 

  
As I’m sure you know, the SEPA Section WAC 197-11-948 “Assumption of lead agency status” provides that, “(1) An agency with 
jurisdiction over a proposal, upon review of a DNS (WAC 197-11-340) may transmit to the initial lead agency a completed ‘Notice of 
assumption of lead agency status.’”  However, “Assumption of lead agency status shall occur only within the fourteen-day comment 
period on a DNS issued under WAC 197-11-340.” (emphasis mine)  
  
Since the “fourteen-day comment period” is rapidly coming to an end (August 24), it is urgently incumbent upon you to assume 
Lead Agency status of this process immediately, declare a Determination of Significance and develop a full Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS), before any further steps on this project are considered.  It will not cost the City any additional expense to do this!  As 
shown below, by law, its preparation will be accomplished “at the expense of the applicant.” 
  
Section WAC 197-11-340 Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS), provides the basis for your ability to assume Lead Agency status. 
Section 2(f) states, “The responsible official shall reconsider the DNS based on timely comments and may retain or modify the DNS or, 
if the responsible official determines that significant adverse impacts are likely, withdraw the DNS or supporting documents.”  Section 
3(a) states, “The lead agency shall withdraw a DNS if: (i) There are substantial changes to a proposal [i.e. a ROW permit application for 
the 228th intersection] so that the proposal is likely to have significant adverse environmental impacts; (ii) There is significant new 
information indicating, or on, a proposal's probable significant adverse environmental impacts [ditto the intersection permit and the 
comments they will receive from the public]; or (iii) The DNS was procured by misrepresentation or lack of material disclosure; if such 
DNS resulted from the actions of an applicant, any subsequent environmental checklist on the proposal shall be prepared directly by 
the lead agency or its consultant at the expense of the applicant.”  (emphasis mine) 
  
As noted above, item iii is clearly the case here, and since the City would then be the new lead agency, the subsequent costs would be 
borne by ISD. 
  
The City of Issaquah prides itself to be an environmental champion.  This MDNS presented by the ISD is the absolute antithesis of 
environmental championship.  If allowed to proceed under the conditions of the proposed MDNS, this project will result in an 
environment disaster.  Please, do the right thing and assume Lead Agency status of this critical environmental assessment 
process! 
  
Thank you for your attention this important issue. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Ron Imhoff 

3935 226th Place SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Samuel Lin <radm.sam.lin@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 2:02 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Cc: Wally Bobkiewicz; Lucy Sloman; Cristina Haworth; Lin Samuel

Subject: Re: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA 

Register No 202104221, Issaquah School District Mitigated Determination of Non-

significance (MDNS)

Dear Ms. Dhaliwal, 

Thank you for your prompt acknowledgement of my email to you!  And, I already had written ISD Capital Facilities Director, 

Mr. Mullins, as you also suggested.  

While I understand the essence of your response, there are serious and legitimate reservations about your statement that the 

City of Issaquah “…may only assume “lead agency” status, if it believes that a Determination of Significance should be issued, 

in lieu of an MDNS, “…based only upon information contained in the environmental checklist attached to the DNS transmitted 

by the first lead agency or the notice of application if the optional DNS process is used, and any other information the new lead 

agency has on the matters contained in the environmental checklist.”   

At a first reading, your statement suggests that, if the ISD has failed to properly address the basic issues required under the 

process (and it has failed to properly, adequately and, possibly, legally address the basic issues respecting and protecting 

our environment), the City of Issaquah might simply accept an inadequate submission from the designated "lead agency."  In 

this regard, I will underscore what you are already know:  that the ultimate responsibility (and authority) remains with the City 

of Issaquah (along with the City of Sammamish for areas affecting its jurisdiction).  The consequences of such slipshod and 

erroneous work ultimately rest with the elected Issaquah's Mayor and City Council, not some subsidiary or subordinate staff 

entity.   

The implication of any promulgated, nonchalant attitude is that public officials and senior staff of the City of Issaquah are 

reluctant to protect Issaquah's natural resources and tranquility, thus abdicating elected or appointed responsibilities to 

assure the environmental well-being of our neighborhoods.  If I have misread the intent of your response, I offer my 

apologies.  Furthermore, I hope my first impressions are wrong; and, that our City's leaders will act in accordance with 

relevant extant laws, regulations and plain ordinary decency to ensure that projects, such as this one, are done without 

environmental damage to our community. 

As a matter of legal record, please place our exchange of communications in the relevant official record and share them with 

the Issaquah Mayor and City Council Members.  Thank you! 

Sincerely, 

(signed) 

Samuel Lin MD, PhD, MBA, MPA, MS 

Rear Admiral and Assistant Surgeon General (Ret), USPHS 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Health (Ret), USDHHS 

President, Humetrics, Inc. ( A Service-Disabled, Veteran-Owned Small Business) 

On Aug 23, 2021, at 12:36 PM, Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov> wrote: 

Dear Mr. Lin, 
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The City of Issaquah is in receipt of your comments on Issaquah School District’s SEPA 
Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (“MDNS”) for the New Issaquah High 
School #4 and Elementary School. As you know, the Issaquah School District (“ISD”) is 
the SEPA lead agency on the proposed project and has issued the MDNS.  Therefore, 
your comments on ISD’s MDNS should be directly submitted to ISD by August 24, 2021, 
to ensure that your comments are timely received by the proper agency. Your comments 
may be sent to ISD’s Capital Facilities Director, Tom Mullins 
at mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu.   
  
Furthermore, your e-mail also requested the City Issaquah to assume “lead agency” 
status. However, the City is unable to assume “lead agency” status at this time.  An 
“agency with jurisdiction,” such as the City, may only assume “lead agency” status, if it 
believes that a Determination of Significance should be issued, in lieu of an MDNS, 
“…based only upon information contained in the environmental checklist attached to the 
DNS transmitted by the first lead agency or the notice of application if the optional DNS 
process is used, and any other information the new lead agency has on the matters 
contained in the environmental checklist.”  WAC 197-11-948(2).  Therefore, the City will 
defer to ISD, as the SEPA lead agency, to address community concerns and comments 
related to SEPA.  Additionally, we have included you in the Parties of Record list and will 
inform you when the hearing for the Site Development Permit and the Master Site Plan 
is scheduled.  

 

 

Minnie Dhaliwal 

City of Issaquah | Director Community Planning and Development 

425.837.3430  

 

 
From: Samuel Lin <radm.sam.lin@gmail.com> 

Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 10:46 PM 

To: Wally Bobkiewicz <wallyb@issaquahwa.gov>; Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov>; Lucy 

Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: Lin Samuel <radm.sam.lin@gmail.com> 

Subject: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA Register No 

202104221, Issaquah School District Mitigated Determination of Non-significance (MDNS) 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Samuel Lin MD, PhD, MBA, MPA MS 

Rear Admiral and Assistant Surgeon General (Ret), USPHS 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Health (Ret), USDHHS 

President,  Humetrics, Inc. (A Service-Disabled, Veteran-Owned Small Business) 

4253 Providence Point Drive SE 

Issaquah, Washington  98029 

<radm.sam.lin@gmail.com> 

  

  

  

August 19, 2021 
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Wally Bobkiewicz, City Manager 
Minnie Dhaliwal, Director, Community Planning and Development 
Lucy Sloman, Planning Manager 
Cristina Haworth, Planning Consultant 
City of Issaquah 

P.O. Box 1307 

Issaquah, WA  98021 

 

Copy via email 
to: wallyb@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; LucyS@issaquahwa.gov; cristinah@issaqu
ahwa.gov 

  

Subject: Request for the City of Issaquah to Assume Lead Agency Status Regarding SEPA Register 
No 202104221, Issaquah School District Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) 
  

Dear Mr. Bobkiewicz, Ms. Dhaliwal, Ms. Sloman and Ms. Haworth: 
  

I am writing to urge you all, in unequivocal terms, to use your authority as an agency with jurisdiction 
over the subject proposal, to assume Lead Agency status of the environmental review process of the 
project as is provided for under WAC 197-11-948. 
  

This request is based upon a careful review of the subject MDNS document and its accompanying 
SEPA Check List, as prepared by the Issaquah School District (ISD).  Neither of these documents 
presents, even faintly,  indisputable evidence to support a declaration of an MDNS.  Furthermore, 
the conclusions, contained therein, represent and promulgate an unjustifiable conflict of interest on 
the part of ISD.  These documents are clearly biased in favor of ISD’s own interests, are not in the 
best interests of the greater community and are subject to challenge on the basis of bias, lack of 
transparency and indisputable conflict of interest. 
  

Additionally, these documents fail to meet the basic requirements of Washington State 
Law.  Ergo, RCW 43.21C.030 states in part, “…every recommendation or report on proposals for 
legislation or other major actions significantly affecting the quality of the environment (such as this 
MDNS) shall include a detailed statement by the responsible official on: 1) the environmental impact 
of the proposed action; 2) any adverse environmental effects which cannot be avoided should the 
proposal be implemented; 3) alternatives to the proposed action.”  On all accounts, the ISD's MDNS 
fails this on the basis of not meeting the following requirements: 1) essentially no impacts are 
described; 2) numerous adverse impacts which cannot be avoided are neither detailed nor 
accounted for; and, 3) no acceptable options to the proposed actions are presented. 
  

There is a slipshod abundance of failures throughout the MDNS and the SEPA Check LIst - which 
will be described in writing to the ISD by the comment deadline.  However, to give a birds-eye view 
at this point, here are a few of the most egregious omissions representative of a disregard for the 
environmental and neighboring community impact.  There is: 
  

• No mention of the adverse impacts on Laughing Jacob’s Creek, a designated geologically 
hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon, even though project 
plans call for the Creek being the primary depository for the stormwater discharged from the 
site, and there is no mention of any mitigation of these impacts on the Creek; 

• No mention of the adverse impacts of removing over 2,000 trees (the vast majority of those 
existing on site) most of which are proposed to be replaced by “nursery stock” which will take 
decades to mature, and no mention of any mitigation of these impacts; 

• No mention of the adverse impacts that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. SE, and 
SE 43rd Way will have on these already congested streets, as well as other streets, 
intersections and neighborhoods in the vicinity, and no mention of any mitigation of these 
impacts.  In fact, as of this writing, there has not even been a Right-of-Way permit application 
submitted to the City of Sammamish for the six-lane intersection proposed for the entry/exit 
of the development.  How can a MDNS be declared on a project for which a permit 
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application for a critical aspect of its design has not even been presented?  Simple 
answer – by rules and regulations, it cannot; 

• No mention of the adverse impacts of the proposal not being compatible with surrounding 
land uses as is required by Issaquah Municipal Code (IMC), Section 18.07.480 “Community 
Facilities Standards.”  Part A states, “Purpose and Intent: The purpose and intent of requiring 
specific standards for community facility buildings and structures or land uses are: 1. 
Compatibility of Land Uses: Establish general standards regarding aesthetics, height, and 
other development standards for community facilities which will ensure compatibility of 
design, construction and scale, and minimize the impact of these facilities with surrounding 
uses” . 

  

As I understand the State regulation, the SEPA Section WAC 197-11-948 “Assumption of lead 
agency status” provides that, “(1) An agency with jurisdiction over a proposal, upon review of a DNS 
(WAC 197-11-340) may transmit to the initial lead agency a completed ‘Notice of assumption of lead 
agency status.’”  However, “Assumption of lead agency status shall occur only within the fourteen-
day comment period on a DNS issued under WAC 197-11-340.”  
  

Since the “fourteen-day comment period” is rapidly coming to an end (August 24), it is urgently 
incumbent upon the City of Issaquah to: (1) assume Lead Agency status of this process 
immediately; (2) declare a Determination of Significance; and, (3) develop a full 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), before any further action on this project is 
considered.  It will not cost the City any additional expense to do this - as discussed below in law, 
the EIS would be accomplished “at the expense of the applicant.”  
  

The basis for your ability to assume Lead Agency status is Section WAC 197-11-340 Determination 
of Nonsignificance (DNS).  Section 2(f) states, “The responsible official shall reconsider the DNS 
based on timely comments and may retain or modify the DNS or, if the responsible official 
determines that significant adverse impacts are likely, withdraw the DNS or supporting 
documents.”  Section 3(a) states, “The lead agency shall withdraw a DNS if: (i) There are substantial 
changes to a proposal [i.e. a ROW permit application for the 228thintersection] so that the proposal is 
likely to have significant adverse environmental impacts; (ii) There is significant new information 
indicating, or on, a proposal's probable significant adverse environmental impacts [ditto the 
intersection permit and the comments they will receive from the public]; or (iii) The DNS was 
procured by misrepresentation or lack of material disclosure; if such DNS resulted from the actions 
of an applicant, any subsequent environmental checklist on the proposal shall be prepared directly 
by the lead agency or its consultant at the expense of the applicant.”   
  

As noted above, given the aforementioned lack of full material disclosure, item iii is clearly in the 
lead here.  And, since the City would then be the new Lead Agency, its subsequent costs of an EIS 
would be borne by ISD. 
  

Our City of Issaquah prides itself to be an environmental champion.  This MDNS of the ISD is the 
absolute antithesis of environmental championship.  If allowed to proceed under the conditions of the 
proposed MDNS, this project will result in a permanent environment disaster.  I ask you, as 
responsible professionals and dedicated public officials, to do the right thing and assume Lead 
Agency status of this critical environmental assessment process! 
  
Thank you for your public service and for your attention to this critical issue. 
  

Sincerely, 
 

(signed in hard copy) 
 

Samuel Lin 

 

cc:  Richard Aramburu 
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Sierra Carson

From: Minnie Dhaliwal

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 12:33 PM

To: BILL EADES; Wally Bobkiewicz

Cc: Lucy Sloman; Cristina Haworth

Subject: Re: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA 

Register No 202104221, Issaquah School District Mitigated Determination of 

Nonsignificance (MDNS)

Dear Mr. Eades, 

The City of Issaquah is in receipt of your comments on Issaquah School District’s SEPA Mitigated 
Determination of Non-Significance (“MDNS”) for the New Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary 
School. As you know, the Issaquah School District (“ISD”) is the SEPA lead agency on the proposed 
project and has issued the MDNS.  Therefore, your comments on ISD’s MDNS should be directly 
submitted to ISD by August 24, 2021, to ensure that your comments are timely received by the proper 
agency. Your comments may be sent to ISD’s Capital Facilities Director, Tom Mullins 
at mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu. 

Furthermore, your e-mail also requested the City Issaquah to assume “lead agency” status. However, 
the City is unable to assume “lead agency” status at this time.  An “agency with jurisdiction,” such as 
the City, may only assume “lead agency” status, if it believes that a Determination of Significance 
should be issued, in lieu of an MDNS, “…based only upon information contained in the environmental 
checklist attached to the DNS transmitted by the first lead agency or the notice of application if the 
optional DNS process is used, and any other information the new lead agency has on the matters 
contained in the environmental checklist.”  WAC 197-11-948(2).  Therefore, the City will defer to ISD, 
as the SEPA lead agency, to address community concerns and comments related to 
SEPA.  Additionally, we have included you in the Parties of Record list and will inform you when the 
hearing for the Site Development Permit and the Master Site Plan is scheduled. 

Minnie Dhaliwal 

City of Issaquah | Director Community Planning and Development 

425.837.3430  

From: BILL EADES <brexxc@live.com> 

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 2:20 PM 

To: Wally Bobkiewicz <wallyb@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov>; Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; Cristina Haworth 

<cristinah@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA Register No 202104221, Issaquah 

School District Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS)  

Wally Bobkiewicz, City Manager 

Minnie Dhaliwal, Director, Community Planning and Development 

Lucy Sloman, Planning Manager 
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Cristina Haworth, Planning Consultant 

City of Issaquah 

P.O. Box 1307 

Issaquah, WA  98021 

 

Subject: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA Register No 
202104221, Issaquah School District Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) 

  

Dear Mr. Bobkiewicz, Ms. Dhaliwal, Ms. Sloman and Ms. Haworth; 

  

I am a resident of Issaquah and have always supported our efforts to provide a quality education to our 
children.  Now, however, I feel I must appeal to you to right a serious wrong being perpetrated upon our 
community.  Please, please use your authority as an agency with jurisdiction over the subject proposal, to 
assume Lead Agency status of the environmental review process of the project as is provided for under WAC 
197-11-948. The Issaquah School District's MDNS report and accompanying SEPA checklist for this 
project are severely flawed and fail to adequately address the probable significant adverse impact to 
the environment that this project and new campus will create 

Further, these documents fail to meet the basic requirements of State Law.  RCW 43.21C.030 states in 
part, “…every recommendation or report on proposals for legislation or other major actions significantly 
affecting the quality of the environment (such as this MDNS) shall include a detailed statement by the 
responsible official on: 1) the environmental impact of the proposed action; 2) any adverse environmental 
effects which cannot be avoided should the proposal be implemented; 3) alternatives to the proposed 
action.” On all accounts, this MDNS fails these requirements: 1) virtually no impacts are described; 2) 
numerous adverse impacts which cannot be avoided are not detailed, and 3) no alternatives to the proposed 
actions are presented. 
 

 
 

My review of the MDNS document noted the following issues of serious concern: 
  
·        It states that the Construction Impact Mitigation Plan (CIMP) will include “off-site migration of dust and 
dirt from construction activities,” but fails to detail how this massive transfer will be accomplished, or the 
destination site for this enormous amount of dust and dirt. 
·        It states that the project will “Provide vegetated buffer along the north and west boundaries of the 
project,” but fails to ensure the same for the southwest and south boundaries, alongside a large residential 
community. 
·        It states, “If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during the 
construction of the new school building, testing of the potentially contaminated media shall be conducted. If 
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contamination is revealed by testing, Ecology shall be notified.”  However, it fails to detail what steps would 
actually be taken if such likely contamination occurs. 
·        It states, “A groundwater monitoring plan shall be prepared to evaluate groundwater quality within the 
area of the Class III Critical Aquifer Recharge Area on an annual basis. The results shall be made available to 
the City of Issaquah, the City of Sammamish, and members of the public upon request.”  However, it fails to 
detail any steps that would actually be taken if very likely deterioration in groundwater quality occurs – a major 
threat to the water and soil of the neighboring communities and cities. 
·        It states, “The stormwater management system shall be designed to “Enhanced” treatment standards, 
including removal of suspended solids and dissolved metals and removal of phosphorus for all on-site and off-
site pollution-generating impervious surfaces associated with the project.”  However, it fails to detail the 
potential impact of such a system will have on the water and soil of the surrounding neighborhoods, or how it 
will prevent such a negative impact from taking place. 
·        It states that the plan will “Purchase credits from East Lake Sammamish Mitigation Bank for offsite 
Wetland Mitigation for impacts to Wetland C.”  This does nothing to protect the wetlands that are actually 
located next to the proposed construction site. 
·        It states, “A public address or similar noise amplification system is prohibited at the baseball and softball 
fields” – but fails to note or address the significant noise pollution resulting from the multipurpose turf playfield/ 
track/covered grandstands amplification system and crowd noise. 
·        It states, “Required equipment tests for the emergency generator and any outdoor mechanical equipment 
shall be limited to 7:00 AM through 6:00 PM Monday through Friday. If any equipment exceeds adopted noise 
standards set forth in the Issaquah Municipal Code, sound barriers or similar features designed to attenuate 
sound shall be installed.”  But it fails to guarantee that the attenuated sound shall fall under the adopted noise 
standards set forth in the Issaquah Municipal Code. 
·        It states, “ISD will discourage vehicle idling during student drop-off and pick-up times,” but fails to 
acknowledge, detail, or deal with the inevitable air pollution damage that will be created by such idling, which 
always occurs in these settings  -- especially since the project is in a location that will prevent all or most 
students from commuting on foot or bicycle. 
  
For all these reasons, the MDNS report for this project is clearly unacceptable to our communities and 
residents.  It is therefore necessary for the City of Issaquah to act immediately under SEPA Section WAC 
197-11-948, which states, “Assumption of lead agency status” provides that, “(1) An agency with jurisdiction 
over a proposal, upon review of a DNS (WAC 197-11-340) may transmit to the initial lead agency a completed 
‘Notice of assumption of lead agency status.’”  However, “Assumption of lead agency status shall occur only 
within the fourteen-day comment period on a DNS issued under WAC 197-11-340.” (emphasis mine)  

  

Since the “fourteen-day comment period” is rapidly coming to an end (August 24), it is urgently incumbent 
upon you to assume Lead Agency status of this process immediately, declare a Determination of 
Significance and develop a full Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), before any further steps on this project 
are considered.   

  

Section WAC 197-11-340 Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS), provides the basis for your ability to 
assume Lead Agency status. Section 2(f) states, “The responsible official shall reconsider the DNS based on 
timely comments and may retain or modify the DNS or, if the responsible official determines that significant 
adverse impacts are likely, withdraw the DNS or supporting documents.”  Section 3(a) states, “The lead 
agency shall withdraw a DNS if: (i) There are substantial changes to a proposal [i.e. a ROW permit application 

for the 228
th

 intersection] so that the proposal is likely to have significant adverse environmental 

impacts; (ii) There is significant new information indicating, or on, a proposal's probable significant adverse 
environmental impacts [ditto the intersection permit and the comments they will receive from the public]; or 
(iii) The DNS was procured by misrepresentation or lack of material disclosure; if such DNS resulted from the 
actions of an applicant, any subsequent environmental checklist on the proposal shall be prepared directly by 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



4

the lead agency or its consultant at the expense of the applicant.”  (emphasis mine) Since item iii is clearly the 
case here, and since the City would then be the new lead agency, the subsequent costs would be borne by 
ISD. 

  

The City of Issaquah prides itself to be an environmental champion.  This MDNS presented by the ISD is the 
absolute antithesis of environmental championship.  If allowed to proceed under the conditions of the proposed 
MDNS, this project will cause serious, long-term harm to our citizens and neighborhoods.  Please, do the 
right thing and assume Lead Agency status of this critical environmental assessment process! 

  

Thank you for your attention to this important issue.   

  

Sincerely, 

 
 

William Eades 

4441 Providence Pt Pl SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Minnie Dhaliwal

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 12:36 PM

To: Samuel Lin; Wally Bobkiewicz; Lucy Sloman; Cristina Haworth

Subject: Re: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA 

Register No 202104221, Issaquah School District Mitigated Determination of Non-

significance (MDNS)

Dear Mr. Lin, 

The City of Issaquah is in receipt of your comments on Issaquah School District’s SEPA Mitigated 
Determination of Non-Significance (“MDNS”) for the New Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary 
School. As you know, the Issaquah School District (“ISD”) is the SEPA lead agency on the proposed 
project and has issued the MDNS.  Therefore, your comments on ISD’s MDNS should be directly 
submitted to ISD by August 24, 2021, to ensure that your comments are timely received by the proper 
agency. Your comments may be sent to ISD’s Capital Facilities Director, Tom Mullins 
at mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu. 

Furthermore, your e-mail also requested the City Issaquah to assume “lead agency” status. However, 
the City is unable to assume “lead agency” status at this time.  An “agency with jurisdiction,” such as 
the City, may only assume “lead agency” status, if it believes that a Determination of Significance 
should be issued, in lieu of an MDNS, “…based only upon information contained in the environmental 
checklist attached to the DNS transmitted by the first lead agency or the notice of application if the 
optional DNS process is used, and any other information the new lead agency has on the matters 
contained in the environmental checklist.”  WAC 197-11-948(2).  Therefore, the City will defer to ISD, 
as the SEPA lead agency, to address community concerns and comments related to 
SEPA.  Additionally, we have included you in the Parties of Record list and will inform you when the 
hearing for the Site Development Permit and the Master Site Plan is scheduled. 

Minnie Dhaliwal 

City of Issaquah | Director Community Planning and Development 

425.837.3430  

From: Samuel Lin <radm.sam.lin@gmail.com> 

Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2021 10:46 PM 

To: Wally Bobkiewicz <wallyb@issaquahwa.gov>; Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov>; Lucy Sloman 

<LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: Lin Samuel <radm.sam.lin@gmail.com> 

Subject: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA Register No 202104221, Issaquah 

School District Mitigated Determination of Non-significance (MDNS)  
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Samuel Lin MD, PhD, MBA, MPA MS 
Rear Admiral and Assistant Surgeon General (Ret), USPHS 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Health (Ret), USDHHS 
President,  Humetrics, Inc. (A Service-Disabled, Veteran-Owned Small Business) 

4253 Providence Point Drive SE 
Issaquah, Washington  98029 

<radm.sam.lin@gmail.com> 

  

  

  

August 19, 2021 

  

 

 

Wally Bobkiewicz, City Manager 

Minnie Dhaliwal, Director, Community Planning and Development 

Lucy Sloman, Planning Manager 

Cristina Haworth, Planning Consultant 

City of Issaquah 

P.O. Box 1307 

Issaquah, WA  98021 

 

Copy via email to: wallyb@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; LucyS@issaquahwa.gov; cristinah@issaquahwa.gov 

  

Subject: Request for the City of Issaquah to Assume Lead Agency Status Regarding SEPA Register No 202104221, Issaquah 

School District Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) 

  

Dear Mr. Bobkiewicz, Ms. Dhaliwal, Ms. Sloman and Ms. Haworth: 

  

I am writing to urge you all, in unequivocal terms, to use your authority as an agency with jurisdiction over the subject 

proposal, to assume Lead Agency status of the environmental review process of the project as is provided for under WAC 197-

11-948. 

  

This request is based upon a careful review of the subject MDNS document and its accompanying SEPA Check List, as prepared 

by the Issaquah School District (ISD).  Neither of these documents presents, even faintly,  indisputable evidence to support a 

declaration of an MDNS.  Furthermore, the conclusions, contained therein, represent and promulgate an unjustifiable conflict 

of interest on the part of ISD.  These documents are clearly biased in favor of ISD’s own interests, are not in the best interests 

of the greater community and are subject to challenge on the basis of bias, lack of transparency and indisputable conflict of 

interest. 

  

Additionally, these documents fail to meet the basic requirements of Washington State Law.  Ergo, RCW 43.21C.030 states in 

part, “…every recommendation or report on proposals for legislation or other major actions significantly affecting the quality 

of the environment (such as this MDNS) shall include a detailed statement by the responsible official on: 1) the environmental 

impact of the proposed action; 2) any adverse environmental effects which cannot be avoided should the proposal be 

implemented; 3) alternatives to the proposed action.”  On all accounts, the ISD's MDNS fails this on the basis of not meeting 

the following requirements: 1) essentially no impacts are described; 2) numerous adverse impacts which cannot be avoided 

are neither detailed nor accounted for; and, 3) no acceptable options to the proposed actions are presented. 

  

There is a slipshod abundance of failures throughout the MDNS and the SEPA Check LIst - which will be described in writing to 

the ISD by the comment deadline.  However, to give a birds-eye view at this point, here are a few of the most egregious 

omissions representative of a disregard for the environmental and neighboring community impact.  There is: 

  

• No mention of the adverse impacts on Laughing Jacob’s Creek, a designated geologically hazardous area and 

spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon, even though project plans call for the Creek being the primary 
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depository for the stormwater discharged from the site, and there is no mention of any mitigation of these impacts 

on the Creek; 

• No mention of the adverse impacts of removing over 2,000 trees (the vast majority of those existing on site) most of 

which are proposed to be replaced by “nursery stock” which will take decades to mature, and no mention of any 

mitigation of these impacts; 

• No mention of the adverse impacts that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. SE, and SE 43rd Way will have on 

these already congested streets, as well as other streets, intersections and neighborhoods in the vicinity, and no 

mention of any mitigation of these impacts.  In fact, as of this writing, there has not even been a Right-of-Way permit 

application submitted to the City of Sammamish for the six-lane intersection proposed for the entry/exit of the 

development.  How can a MDNS be declared on a project for which a permit application for a critical aspect of its 

design has not even been presented?  Simple answer – by rules and regulations, it cannot; 

• No mention of the adverse impacts of the proposal not being compatible with surrounding land uses as is required by 

Issaquah Municipal Code (IMC), Section 18.07.480 “Community Facilities Standards.”  Part A states, “Purpose and 

Intent: The purpose and intent of requiring specific standards for community facility buildings and structures or land 

uses are: 1. Compatibility of Land Uses: Establish general standards regarding aesthetics, height, and other 

development standards for community facilities which will ensure compatibility of design, construction and scale, and 

minimize the impact of these facilities with surrounding uses” . 

  

As I understand the State regulation, the SEPA Section WAC 197-11-948 “Assumption of lead agency status” provides that, “(1) 

An agency with jurisdiction over a proposal, upon review of a DNS (WAC 197-11-340) may transmit to the initial lead agency a 

completed ‘Notice of assumption of lead agency status.’”  However, “Assumption of lead agency status shall occur only within 

the fourteen-day comment period on a DNS issued under WAC 197-11-340.”  

  

Since the “fourteen-day comment period” is rapidly coming to an end (August 24), it is urgently incumbent upon the City of 

Issaquah to: (1) assume Lead Agency status of this process immediately; (2) declare a Determination of Significance; and, 

(3) develop a full Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), before any further action on this project is considered.  It will not 

cost the City any additional expense to do this - as discussed below in law, the EIS would be accomplished “at the expense of 

the applicant.”  

  

The basis for your ability to assume Lead Agency status is Section WAC 197-11-340 Determination of Nonsignificance 

(DNS).  Section 2(f) states, “The responsible official shall reconsider the DNS based on timely comments and may retain or 

modify the DNS or, if the responsible official determines that significant adverse impacts are likely, withdraw the DNS or 

supporting documents.”  Section 3(a) states, “The lead agency shall withdraw a DNS if: (i) There are substantial changes to a 

proposal [i.e. a ROW permit application for the 228thintersection] so that the proposal is likely to have significant adverse 

environmental impacts; (ii) There is significant new information indicating, or on, a proposal's probable significant adverse 

environmental impacts [ditto the intersection permit and the comments they will receive from the public]; or (iii) The DNS was 

procured by misrepresentation or lack of material disclosure; if such DNS resulted from the actions of an applicant, any 

subsequent environmental checklist on the proposal shall be prepared directly by the lead agency or its consultant at the 

expense of the applicant.”   

  

As noted above, given the aforementioned lack of full material disclosure, item iii is clearly in the lead here.  And, since the 

City would then be the new Lead Agency, its subsequent costs of an EIS would be borne by ISD. 

  

Our City of Issaquah prides itself to be an environmental champion.  This MDNS of the ISD is the absolute antithesis of 

environmental championship.  If allowed to proceed under the conditions of the proposed MDNS, this project will result in a 

permanent environment disaster.  I ask you, as responsible professionals and dedicated public officials, to do the right thing 

and assume Lead Agency status of this critical environmental assessment process! 

  

Thank you for your public service and for your attention to this critical issue. 

  

Sincerely, 

 

(signed in hard copy) 
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Samuel Lin 

 

cc:  Richard Aramburu 
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Sierra Carson

From: Dave Osmer <osmerdave@outlook.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 2:52 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal; Wally Bobkiewicz; Lucy Sloman; Cristina Haworth

Cc: Rick Aramburu

Subject: RE: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA 

Register No 202104221

Importance: High

Dear Ms. Dhaliwal, et al, 

Thank you very much for your response to my letter of request.  Be assured that my comments on ISD’s 

MDNS and Checklist have already been prepared and, after a final proofreading, will be sent to ISD this 

afternoon. 

However, I totally fail to understand how anyone, after reading ISD’s miserable excuse for an MDNS and 

SEPA Checklist, can conclude that the numerous adverse environmental impacts of this proposed project 

do not require that, “a Determination of Significance should be issued, in lieu of an MDNS.” to quote 

from your message below (highlighted emphasis mine).  It seems to me to be unquestionable. 

Furthermore, as I stated in my letter, these documents clearly fail to meet the basic requirements of 

RCW 43.21C.030.  In light of these deficiencies in ISD’s responses, I strongly urge the City to reconsider 

the decision not to assume Lead Agency status on this matter, and resolve the clear conflict of interest 

ISD has in regard to their review.    

Thank you for your attention to these concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Dave Osmer 

From: Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov>  

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 12:30 PM 

To: Dave Osmer <osmerdave@outlook.com>; Wally Bobkiewicz <wallyb@issaquahwa.gov>; Lucy Sloman 

<LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com> 

Subject: Re: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA Register No 202104221 

Dear Mr. Osmer, 

The City of Issaquah is in receipt of your comments on Issaquah School District’s SEPA Mitigated 
Determination of Non-Significance (“MDNS”) for the New Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary 
School. As you know, the Issaquah School District (“ISD”) is the SEPA lead agency on the proposed 
project and has issued the MDNS.  Therefore, your comments on ISD’s MDNS should be directly 
submitted to ISD by August 24, 2021, to ensure that your comments are timely received by the proper 
agency. Your comments may be sent to ISD’s Capital Facilities Director, Tom Mullins 
at mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu. 
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Furthermore, your e-mail also requested the City Issaquah to assume “lead agency” status. However, 
the City is unable to assume “lead agency” status at this time.  An “agency with jurisdiction,” such as 
the City, may only assume “lead agency” status, if it believes that a Determination of Significance 
should be issued, in lieu of an MDNS, “…based only upon information contained in the environmental 
checklist attached to the DNS transmitted by the first lead agency or the notice of application if the 
optional DNS process is used, and any other information the new lead agency has on the matters 
contained in the environmental checklist.”  WAC 197-11-948(2).  Therefore, the City will defer to ISD, 
as the SEPA lead agency, to address community concerns and comments related to 
SEPA.  Additionally, we have included you in the Parties of Record list and will inform you when the 
hearing for the Site Development Permit and the Master Site Plan is scheduled.  

 

 

Minnie Dhaliwal 

City of Issaquah | Director Community Planning and Development 

425.837.3430  

 

From: Dave Osmer <osmerdave@outlook.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 2021 9:26 PM 

To: Wally Bobkiewicz <wallyb@issaquahwa.gov>; Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov>; Lucy Sloman 

<LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com> 

Subject: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA Register No 202104221  

  

WILLIAM D. OSMER 

22433 SE HIGHLAND LANE 

ISSAQUAH, WASHINGTON  98029 

PHONE: 425.802.1070 | E-MAIL: osmerdave@outlook.com 

  

  

  

August 17, 2021 

  

  

Wally Bobkiewicz, City Manager 

Minnie Dhaliwal, Director, Community Planning and Development 

Lucy Sloman, Planning Manager 
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Cristina Haworth, Planning Consultant 

City of Issaquah 

P.O. Box 1307 

Issaquah, WA  98021 

Via Email to: wallyb@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; LucyS@issaquahwa.gov; 

cristinah@issaquahwa.gov  

  

Subject: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA Register No 

202104221, Issaquah School District Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) 

  

Dear Mr. Bobkiewicz, Ms. Dhaliwal, Ms. Sloman and Ms. Haworth; 

  

I write to you to urge you, as strongly as I possibly can, to use your authority as an agency with jurisdiction over 

the subject proposal, to assume Lead Agency status of the environmental review process of the project as is 

provided for under WAC 197-11-948. 

  

I have carefully reviewed the subject MDNS document, and its accompanying SEPA Check List prepared by 

the Issaquah School District (ISD).  Neither of these documents presents, even remotely, adequate evidence to 

support the declaration of an MDNS.  Additionally, they represent an unjustifiable conflict of interest on the 

part of ISD.  These documents are clearly biased in favor of ISD’s own interests and are not in the best interests 

of the greater community. 

  

Furthermore, these documents fail to meet the basic requirements of State Law.  RCW 43.21C.030 states in 

part, “…every recommendation or report on proposals for legislation or other major actions significantly 

affecting the quality of the environment (such as this MDNS) shall include a detailed statement by the 

responsible official on: 1) the environmental impact of the proposed action; 2) any adverse environmental 

effects which cannot be avoided should the proposal be implemented; 3) alternatives to the proposed action.” 

On all accounts, this MDNS fails these requirements: 1) virtually no impacts are described; 2) numerous 

adverse impacts which cannot be avoided are not detailed, and 3) no alternatives to the proposed actions are 

presented.  

  

There are multitudes of examples of these failures throughout these two documents which I will be submitting 

to ISD by the comment deadline.  However, for your reference, a few of the most egregious are described as 

follows: 
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• No mention of the adverse impacts on Laughing Jacob’s Creek, a designated geologically hazardous 

area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon, even though project plans call for the creek 

being the primary depository for the stormwater discharged from the site, and there is no mention of any 

mitigation of these impacts on the creek,   

• No mention of the adverse impacts of removing over 2,000 trees (the vast majority of those existing on 

site) most of which are proposed to be replaced by “nursery stock” which will take decades to mature, 

and no mention of any mitigation of these impacts, 

• No mention of the adverse impacts that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. SE, and SE 43rd Way 

will have on these already congested streets, as well as other streets and neighborhoods in the vicinity, 

and no mention of any mitigation of these impacts.  In fact, as of this writing, there has not even been a 

Right-of-Way permit application submitted to the City of Sammamish for the six-lane intersection 

proposed for the entry/exit of the development.  How can a MDNS be declared on a project for which a 

permit application for a critical aspect of its design has not even been presented?  Simple answer – It 

can’t! 

• No mention of the adverse impacts of the proposal not being compatible with surrounding land uses as is 

required by Issaquah Municipal Code (IMC), Section 18.07.480 “Community Facilities Standards.”  Part 

A states, “Purpose and Intent: The purpose and intent of requiring specific standards for community 

facility buildings and structures or land uses are: 1. Compatibility of Land Uses: Establish general 

standards regarding aesthetics, height, and other development standards for community facilities which 

will ensure compatibility of design, construction and scale, and minimize the impact of these facilities 

with surrounding uses” (emphasis mine).  

  

As I’m sure you know, the SEPA Section WAC 197-11-948 “Assumption of lead agency status” provides that, 

“(1) An agency with jurisdiction over a proposal, upon review of a DNS (WAC 197-11-340) may transmit to the 

initial lead agency a completed ‘Notice of assumption of lead agency status.’”  However, “Assumption of lead 

agency status shall occur only within the fourteen-day comment period on a DNS issued under WAC 197-11-

340.” (emphasis mine)   

  

Since the “fourteen-day comment period” is rapidly coming to an end (August 24), it is urgently incumbent 

upon you to assume Lead Agency status of this process immediately, declare a Determination of 

Significance and develop a full Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), before any further steps on this project 

are considered.  It will not cost the City any additional expense to do this!  As shown below, by law, its 

preparation will be accomplished “at the expense of the applicant.”  

  

Section WAC 197-11-340 Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS), provides the basis for your ability to 

assume Lead Agency status. Section 2(f) states, “The responsible official shall reconsider the DNS based on 

timely comments and may retain or modify the DNS or, if the responsible official determines that significant 

adverse impacts are likely, withdraw the DNS or supporting documents.”  Section 3(a) states, “The lead agency 

shall withdraw a DNS if: (i) There are substantial changes to a proposal [i.e. a ROW permit application for the 

228th intersection] so that the proposal is likely to have significant adverse environmental impacts; (ii) There is 

significant new information indicating, or on, a proposal's probable significant adverse environmental impacts 

[ditto the intersection permit and the comments they will receive from the public]; or (iii) The DNS was 

procured by misrepresentation or lack of material disclosure; if such DNS resulted from the actions of an 

applicant, any subsequent environmental checklist on the proposal shall be prepared directly by the lead 

agency or its consultant at the expense of the applicant.”  (emphasis mine) 

  

As noted above, item iii is clearly the case here, and since the City would then be the new lead agency, the 

subsequent costs would be borne by ISD. 
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The City of Issaquah prides itself to be an environmental champion.  This MDNS presented by the ISD is the 

absolute antithesis of environmental championship.  If allowed to proceed under the conditions of the proposed 

MDNS, this project will result in an environment disaster.  Please, do the right thing and assume Lead 

Agency status of this critical environmental assessment process! 

  

Thank you for your attention this important issue. 

  

Sincerely, 

  

 
Dave Osmer 

  

  

cc:  Richard Aramburu  
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Sierra Carson

From: Lucy Sloman

Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 4:57 PM

To: Ron Imhoff; GallingerH@issaquah.wednet.edu; maraldom@issaquah.wednet.edu; 

MooreA@issaquah.wednet.edu; MullingsS2@issaquah.wednet.edu; 

weavers@issaquah.wednet.edu; mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; Wally Bobkiewicz; Mary Lou Pauly; 

kmoran@sammamish.us; cmalchow@sammamish.us; todell@sammamish.us; 

ktreen@sammamish.us; cross@sammamish.us; kgamblin@sammamish.us; 

pstuart@sammamish.us

Subject: RE: SEPA #202104221 - New Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17

Mr Imhoff 
Thank you for providing the City of Issaquah with your comments.  Issaquah School District is the Lead Agency 
for SEPA.  We will add you to our Parties of Record list so that you will receive any future notices and materials 
we distribute.  Currently we anticipate a public hearing toward the end of September and decision by the end of 
the year.  Your comments will be provided to the decision makers.   
Regards 
Lucy  

Lucy Sloman AICP  Planning Manager & Designated Official for the Urban Villages 
Community Planning & Development Department (formerly DSD) 

Direct 425|837-3433 · Front Desk 425|837-3100 · 425|837-3470 REPORT SPILLS 

Issaquah, WA - Official Website 

From: Ron Imhoff <r3025i@outlook.com>  

Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 11:28 AM 

To: GallingerH@issaquah.wednet.edu; maraldom@issaquah.wednet.edu; MooreA@issaquah.wednet.edu; 

MullingsS2@issaquah.wednet.edu; weavers@issaquah.wednet.edu; mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Cc: Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov>; Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov>; Wally Bobkiewicz 

<wallyb@issaquahwa.gov>; Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; Mary Lou Pauly <MaryLouP@issaquahwa.gov>; 

kmoran@sammamish.us; cmalchow@sammamish.us; todell@sammamish.us; ktreen@sammamish.us; 

cross@sammamish.us; kgamblin@sammamish.us; pstuart@sammamish.us 

Subject: SEPA #202104221 - New Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17 

To Issaquah School District regarding the recent SEPA MDNS reports for the new schools at Providence 

Heights: 

After reading the SEPA checklist and MDNS, it appears that no serious effort was made to make sure the 

impacts of this project are truly understood and properly dealt with. 

There is no discussion of the impacts on Laughing Jacob Creek and the study being done by the City of 

Sammamish to address issues in that watershed. 
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There is no mention of the Trillium (a rare native plant species) that are on-site that may be destroyed by the 

construction project.  

   

There is no mention of the bears, bobcats, and coyotes that have been seen frequently in the vicinity of the 

project site.  

   

There is no sidewalk that connects all the way to East Lake Sammamish Parkway to the south even though the 

SEPA checklist claims there is.  

   

1) Because the Issaquah School Board and School District should be demonstrating to the students of Issaquah 

and Sammamish that they truly care about the environment, and  

   

2) Because they should be demonstrating to the Snoqualmie Tribe that they truly care about the Native Lands 

the schools will be located on, and  

   

3) Because they should be demonstrating that they truly care about the restoration of Kokanee Salmon habitat 

on Laughing Jacob Creek for the benefit of the salmon and the Indigenous people:   

   

Therefore a full Environmental Impact Statement should be prepared that fully addresses how the project 

actually will improve not degrade the environment on that site and the surrounding areas impacted by it.  

   

Thank you for considering and doing the right thing for all.  

   

Ron Imhoff  
 

3935 226th Place SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



1

Sierra Carson

From: Minnie Dhaliwal

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 10:54 AM

To: Roberta Brown

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Lucy Sloman; Wally Bobkiewicz

Subject: Re: SEPA checkist falsehoods and ommissions, request that Issaquah assume Lead 

agency status

Dear Ms. Brown, 

The City of Issaquah is in receipt of your comments on Issaquah School District’s SEPA Mitigated 
Determination of Non-Significance (“MDNS”) for the New Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary 
School. As you know, the Issaquah School District (“ISD”) is the SEPA lead agency on the proposed 
project and has issued the MDNS.  Therefore, your comments on ISD’s MDNS should be directly 
submitted to ISD by August 24, 2021, to ensure that your comments are timely received by the proper 
agency. Your comments may be sent to ISD’s Capital Facilities Director, Tom Mullins 
at mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu. 

Furthermore, your e-mail also requested the City Issaquah to assume “lead agency” status. However, 
the City is unable to assume “lead agency” status at this time.  An “agency with jurisdiction,” such as 
the City, may only assume “lead agency” status, if it believes that a Determination of Significance 
should be issued, in lieu of an MDNS, “…based only upon information contained in the environmental 
checklist attached to the DNS transmitted by the first lead agency or the notice of application if the 
optional DNS process is used, and any other information the new lead agency has on the matters 
contained in the environmental checklist.”  WAC 197-11-948(2).  Therefore, the City will defer to ISD, 
as the SEPA lead agency, to address community concerns and comments related to 
SEPA.  Additionally, we have included you in the Parties of Record list and will inform you when the 
hearing for the Site Development Permit and the Master Site Plan is scheduled. We will also include 
your email below in the official record that will be provided to the Development Commission and City 
Council. 

Minnie Dhaliwal 

City of Issaquah | Director Community Planning and Development 

425.837.3430  

From: Roberta Brown <brownrs@plu.edu> 

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 8:23 AM 

To: Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov>; Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; Wally Bobkiewicz 

<wallyb@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: SEPA checkist falsehoods and ommissions, request that Issaquah assume Lead agency status  

Dear Ms. Dhaliwal 

I appreciate this opportunity formally to reiterate my request that the City of Issaquah assume 

Lead Agency status regarding SEPA Register No 202104221. Since the fourteen-day comment 
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period closes at 4:00Pm today, it is urgently incumbent upon you to assume Lead agency status 

immediately, declare a Determination of Significance, and assume development of a full 

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), before any further steps in this development are 

considered. My reasons are as follows:  

  

The SEPA report on which the draft Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance is based, is 

riddled with deceptions, lies, omissions, and false implications. It makes a sham of State law and 

the Issaquah Municipal Code. It obfuscates the obvious Significant Impact that the proposed 

development will have, making it a fraudulent document. An example of this concern is the failure 

to mention the presence of the extended Laughing Jacobs Creek ravine, into which the proposed 

development intends to discharge its stormwater overflows. As you know, LJC is an official Class 1 

stream that empties directly into Lake Sammamish within less than a mile from the proposed 

discharge location, and an official geological hazard area which has experienced considerable, 

officially recorded earth slippage. (City of Issaquah Plan Annex, p.13) This Plan document showing 

findings of unstable soils was presented in the Geological Hazardous section of the City Code 

Update meeting of July 22, 2021. However, in response to Question B.1.d in the SEPA Checklist, 

“Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity?” the 

developer replies in the Checklist, “There are no indications or listing of unstable soils in the 

immediate vicinity.”   

  

Additionally, the developer omits the study of noise from the proposed football field in the SEPA 

checklist. (The Greenbusch Group points out in its Noise Study Report of September 2, 2020: “A 

separate study was issued for the football stadium in that there is an additional study of noise at 

the football stadium in October 2019.”)  The checklist is incomplete without information from this 

additional study. To make matters worse, the SEPA checklist states that it in fact includes the 

noise generated by the football field in its calculations. “The applicable sound level limit is 57 DBA. 

All predicted noise (including noise generated by events at the stadium) falls below that limit.” 

This is a clear falsehood, as the very study upon which sound at the football stadium is reported, is 

not included in the calculation. Finally, the tables in the SEPA checklist make clear that the total 

noise level of the development exceeds by multiple times the maximum allowance in the Issaquah 

Municipal code. In short, the developer has not only attempted to separate and to bury noise 

generated by the football stadium from other noises, all the while declaring that it is including this 

noise analysis, it has also parsed the total of ambient noises into separate categories, thus 

obfuscating the reality of on-the-ground audible experience.  

  

The SEPA checklist is incomplete as well. Instructions for applicants found on the first page of the 

SEPA Environmental Checklist, state: “The checklist must include all parts of your proposal, even if 

you plan to do them over a period of time or on different parcels of land.” The developer for this 

project did not include information from the required ROW application to the City of Sammamish 

in the SEPA checklist. To my knowledge, the developer still has not so much as submitted a ROW 

application. As a consequence, the present threshold determination and two-week period for 

comment, are illegitimate, legally undermining the entire process at this point. Government 
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agencies including school districts are developers. They cannot be treated differently or be 

exempted from State and Municipal law. 

  

 I request that my request, as herein worded, be placed in the official record of public comments, 

which is made available to the Planning Commission, the City Council, and the Mayor. These and 

other serious concerns about the SEPA checklist are further elaborated in my Comments on the 

Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), submitted some days ago to 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects, and copied to you and other City staff. 

  

Sincerely, 

  

Roberta Brown 

22719 SE 43rd Ct 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Mary Judd <maryejudd@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 4:47 PM

To: Wally Bobkiewicz; Minnie Dhaliwal; Lucy Sloman; Cristina Haworth

Subject: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding SEPA/MDNS 

on proposed ISD Providence Hgts Schools Project

Dear Mr. Bobkiewicz, Ms. Dhaliwal, Ms. Sloman and Ms. Haworth; 

As a resident of both Issaquah and the Issaquah School District, I am writing to request that the City use its authority as 

an agency with jurisdiction over the subject proposal and assume Lead Agency status of the environmental review 

process of the project,  as is provided under WAC 197-11-948. I am a dedicated supporter of public schools and school 

levies, and my own grandchild would attend this school if built. I understand the issue of overcrowding in the ISD schools 

from my own observations as a school volunteer. However, I believe that the Issaquah School District's MDNS report and 

accompanying SEPA checklist for this project are severely flawed and fail to address the probable significant adverse 

impact to the environment that this project and new campus will create. 

These documents fail to meet the basic requirements of state law. RCW 43.21C.030 states in part, "...every 

recommendation or report on proposals for legislation or other major actions significantly affecting the quality of the 

environment (such as this MDNS) shall include a detailed statement by the responsible official on: 1) the environmental 

impact of the proposed action; 2) any adverse environmental effects which cannot be avoided should the proposal be 

implemented; 3) alternatives to the proposed action." On all accounts, this MDNS fails these requirements: 1) no 

impacts are described; 2) adverse impacts which cannot be avoided are not detailed, and 3) no alternatives to the 

proposed actions are presented. 

Review of the MDNS document noted the following issues of critical concern: 

* It states that the Construction Impact Mitigation Plan (CIMP) will include "off-site  migration of dust and

dirt from construction activities," but fails to detail how this massive transfer will be accomplished, or the 

destination site for this enormous amount of dust and dirt. 

* It states that the project will "Provide vegetated buffer along the north and west  boundaries of the

project," but fails to ensure the same for the southwest and south boundaries, alongside a large residential 

community. 

* It states, "If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during the

construction of the new school building, testing of the potentially  contaminated media shall be conducted. If 

contamination is revealed by testing, Ecology shall be notified."  However, it fails to detail what steps would be taken if 

such contamination occurs. 

* It states, "A groundwater monitoring plan shall be prepared to evaluate groundwater quality within the

area of the Class III Critical Aquifer Recharge Area on an annual  basis. The results shall be made available to the City of 

Issaquah, the City of Sammamish, and members of the public upon request."  However, it fails to detail any steps that 

would be taken if deterioration in groundwater quality occurs. This is a major threat to the water and soil of the 

neighboring communities and cities. 

* It states, "The stormwater management system shall be designed to "Enhanced" treatment standards,

including removal of suspended solids and dissolved metals and  removal of phosphorus for all on-site and off-site 

pollution-generating impervious surfaces associated with the project."  However, it fails to detail the potential impact of 

such a  system will have on the water and soil of the surrounding neighborhoods, or how it will prevent such a negative 

impact from taking place. 
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 *        It states that the plan will "Purchase credits from East Lake Sammamish Mitigation Bank for offsite 

Wetland Mitigation for impacts to Wetland C."  This does nothing to  protect the wetlands that are located next to 

the proposed construction site. 

 *        It states, "A public address or similar noise amplification system is prohibited at the baseball and softball 

fields" - but fails to note or address the significant noise pollution  resulting from the multipurpose turf playfield/ 

track/covered grandstands amplification system and crowd noise. 

 *        It states, "Required equipment tests for the emergency generator and any outdoor mechanical equipment 

shall be limited to 7:00 AM through 6:00 PM Monday through  Friday. If any equipment exceeds adopted noise 

standards set forth in the Issaquah Municipal Code, sound barriers or similar features designed to attenuate sound shall 

be  installed."  But it fails to guarantee that the attenuated sound shall fall under the adopted noise standards set 

forth in the Issaquah Municipal Code. 

 *        It states, "ISD will discourage vehicle idling during student drop-off and pick-up times," but fails to 

acknowledge, detail, or deal with the inevitable air pollution damage that  will be created by such idling, which 

always occurs in these settings,  especially since the project is in a location that will prevent all or most students from 

commuting on foot or  bicycle. 

  

For all these reasons, the MDNS report for this project is unacceptable to our communities and residents. It is therefore 

necessary for the City of Issaquah to act immediately under SEPA Section WAC 197-11-948, which states, "Assumption of 

lead agency status" provides that, "(1) An agency with jurisdiction over a proposal, upon review of a DNS (WAC 197-11-

340) may transmit to the initial lead agency a completed 'Notice of assumption of lead agency status.'"  However, 

"Assumption of lead agency status shall occur only within the fourteen-day comment period on a DNS issued under WAC 

197-11-340."  

  

The comment period will end August 24. It is incumbent upon the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status of this 

process immediately, declare a Determination of Significance and develop a full Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 

before any further steps on this project are considered.  

  

Section WAC 197-11-340 Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS), provides the basis for your ability to assume Lead 

Agency status. Section 2(f) states, "The responsible official shall reconsider the DNS based on timely comments and may 

retain or modify the DNS or, if the responsible official determines that significant adverse impacts are likely, withdraw 

the DNS or supporting documents."  Section 3(a) states, "The lead agency shall withdraw a DNS if: (i) There are 

substantial changes to a proposal [i.e. a ROW permit application for the 228th intersection] so that the proposal is likely 

to have significant adverse environmental impacts; (ii) There is significant new information indicating, or on, a proposal's 

probable significant adverse environmental impacts [ditto the intersection permit and the comments they will receive 

from the public]; or (iii) The DNS was procured by misrepresentation or lack of material disclosure; if such DNS resulted 

from the actions of an applicant, any subsequent environmental checklist on the proposal shall be prepared directly by 

the lead agency or its consultant at the expense of the applicant."  Since item iii is the case here, and since the city 

would then be the new lead agency, the subsequent costs would be assumed by ISD. 

  

The City of Issaquah prides itself in championing environmental responsibility. The MDNS presented by the ISD is not 

consistent with environmental championship. If allowed to proceed under the conditions of the proposed MDNS, this 

project will cause serious, long-term harm to our citizens and neighborhoods. In accordance with our own values as a 

city, we need to do the right thing and assume Lead Agency status of this critical environmental assessment process. 

  

I thank you sincerely for listening to my arguments and assessment of this situation. I urge the city to act quickly and 

responsibly to assure that the environmental risks are adequately assessed and addressed. 

 

Mary Judd 

3678 225th Place SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

maryejudd@msn.com 
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Sierra Carson

From: Espauroraco <espauroraco@aol.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 3:41 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Response Letter to Ecology SEPA Register No. 202104088 (New Issaquah High School #

4 and Elementary School #17)

Attachments: SEPA Response  Letter Final.pdf

Dear Mr. Mullins: 

Attached please find our response letter to the above proposed project.  (This is being re-sent due to an error in your 
email address in a prior email).   

Thank you. 

Sally and Paul Thurston 
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August 24, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No. 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 
and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  We support public 
education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, we have concerns with the 
MDNS.   We are seniors living in Providence Point, and have serious concerns about the potential impact of the 
projects on our quality of life in Providence Point.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  We offer 
the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of 
significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a 
major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance 
is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or 
groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What 
specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: 
“…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall 
be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” 
Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, 
especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s 
Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee 
Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this 
already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a 
Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any 
further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Sally & Paul Thurston 
Sally and Paul Thurston 
4535 Providence Point Pl SE, Unit 304 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
(303) 324-7837 
cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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Sierra Carson

From: brenda koch <nhtolepainter@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 5:54 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; 

dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us

Cc: brenda koch

Subject: Response to Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the 

proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA 

Register No 202104221. 

August 23, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Subject: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

The purpose of this letter is to comment on the draft Determination of Nonsignificance. I am a supporter of public schools and 

regularly vote to fund school initiatives. As a homeowner in Issaquah, however, I feel it necessary to express my concerns with 

the MDNS as the potential environmental impacts are in no way “insignificant;” in fact, I believe they are the opposite. Please 

find some of my concerns listed below:  

• When you consider the number of structures that are planned to be crammed onto this site, there are simply too many. The

congestion is not insignificant; in fact, it will result in a major environmental impact. This, coupled with the loss of the tree

canopy, wetlands and native vegetation makes this project a “Major Action” and as such, requires a Determination of

Significance (WAC 197-11-794).

• I note that stormwater from the school site will be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek. This area is already designated as a

geologically hazardous area. In addition, the endangered Kokanee Salmon spawn here; how could a reasonable person not

consider this discharge of stormwater to be problematic in an already environmentally challenged area?

• These two schools, if built, will add more than 2500 students and teaching and support staff to an already congested area.

These folks will almost all drive to this location, yet, despite this huge influx in traffic, I note that your document doesn’t even
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mention this. I wonder if this omission is because you were not thorough in your research? Clearly the impact of this daily 

population influx is environmentally significant and should be addressed. It certainly should not be ignored.  

•       You mention that you will “discourage vehicle idling” by posting a sign and having the area monitored by a staff member. 

Since most of the 2500 students (not to mention related staff and administrators) will be driving to this location, that’s 

certainly a lot of idling, added traffic, congestion and of course, pollution. 

•       Your document states that a sign will be posted advising that use of amplified sound outside of specified hours will be 

prohibited. How will that be enforced? 

I appreciate the opportunity for input into what I consider to be a 100-pound project that the school district is attempting to 

cram into a 75-pound bag. In no way do I feel that the “Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS)” is sufficient and 

request that it be withdrawn. Instead, a Determination of Significance should be issued and a full Environmental Impact 

Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Brenda B. Koch 

22131 SE 40th Lane 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

  

cc:        cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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Sierra Carson

From: SHARON BERNHARDT <sbernhardt89@comcast.net>

Sent: Friday, August 20, 2021 11:58 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Response to MDNS for Ecological SEPA Register No. 202194221

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No. 411  
5150 220 th Avenue SE  
Issaquah, WA 98029  

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah 
High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221.  

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support 
public education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have 
concerns with the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following 
examples:  

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable 
surfaces will result in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which 
a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794.  

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or 
groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be 
notified.”  What specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For 
instance, # 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and 
notice of this condition shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign 
at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars 
does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing 
Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for 
endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance?  

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228 th Ave. S.E. will 
have on this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential 
neighborhoods.     
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For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be 
withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental 
Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  
   
Thank you.  
   
   
Sharon Bernhardt  
22425 SE Highland Lane, #203  
Issaquah, WA  98029  
206-406-1192  
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Sierra Carson

From: Penny Miller <inquisitive7plm@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 10:48 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Response to Revised Mitigated Determination of Non-significance for proposed high 

school #4 and elementary school #17

August 23, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 
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Penny Miller 

22117 SE 40th Lane 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

 

425-557-9496 

 

cc:  cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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Sierra Carson

From: Mary Judd <maryejudd@msn.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 10:57 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Response to SEPA/MDNS for Providence Heights schools project

August 19, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education 

and routinely vote for school bonds.  My grandchildren attend ISD schools and I have been a regular volunteer in their 

schools. As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS issued for the Providence Heights schools 

project.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

* The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of

significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major

environmental impact.  This project is clearly a "Major Action" for which a Determination of Significance is required

under WAC 197-11-794.

* Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 "If contamination of soil or groundwater

is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction... Ecology shall be notified."  What specific steps will you take if

contamination is found?

* Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS's are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12:

"...use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be

included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium." Regarding # 19:

Despite "discouraging" the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on

site.

* Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob's

Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon.

Why is this intent not of environmental significance?

* Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this

already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination

of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this

proposed project are considered.

Thank you. 

Mary Judd 

3678 225th PL SE 

Issaquah, WA  98029 

maryejudd@msn.com 
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cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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Sierra Carson

From: Mario Dragicevic <mdragic37@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, August 13, 2021 3:49 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; dpyle@sammamish.us

Subject: Review of documents issued to ISD

Attachments: Review of documents issued by ISD  on July 27.docx

Please find attached the review of documents issued to ISD dated July 27, 2021. 

Regards, 

 Mario Dragicevic, PE, GE 
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Review of documents issued by ISD on July 27, 2021 
 

1. Geotechnical Engineering Report by Associated Earth Sciences, Inc. 
revised June 17, 2021 

        
           6.1 Surficial Ground Rupture 

       The Seattle Fault caused about 20 feet of surficial displacement about 1,100               
       years ago. The timing of this event is based on the USGS studies in 1999. 
       It is suggested to obtain some newest data on this fault which may have  
       a major impact on the proposed structures in EQ event. 
       What is the expected life of the proposed structures? 
       6.3 Liquefaction 
       The review of boring logs EB 2-4, 6, 8-9,12 indicate very low blowcount  to a   
       maximum depth of 11 feet in EB 12. The logs of test pits EP4, 6, 10-11,  
       13-15, 18-19, 21, 31, 36, and test pits TP1, 3-4 indicate the ground water       
       seepage from sand/gravel layers at different depths. This is good indication 
       that in an event of ground shaking the ground water table rises towards the 
       ground surface and thus causing liquefaction of the soil deposit.  

           11.1 Drainage Considerations 
       It is suggested to show the diameter of the PVC pipe. The washed gravel             
       should be brought up against the retaining wall to the top of backfill.  
2. Ecology SEPA Register No. 202104088, issued July 27, 2021 

           General – The Contractor must include in its submittal Quality Control 
Manual. The Contractor should also submit the instrumentation for 
measurement of the noise and vibration at frequencies determined by ISD. 
It is assumed that the Quality Assurance will be implemented by ISD. 

3. SEPA Environmental Checklist 
14. Transportation – The air pollution of bus-car exhaust system should be 
addressed.  
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Sierra Carson

From: Mario Dragicevic <mdragic37@yahoo.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 14, 2021 5:47 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; David Pyle

Subject: Revised comments

Attachments: Revised review of documents issued  by ISD on July 27.docx

Attached is revised review of ISD's SEPA MDNS, issued on July 27, 2021. 

Regards, 

Mario Dragicevic, PE,GE 
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Revised review of documents issued by ISD on July 27, 2021 
 

1. Geotechnical Engineering Report by Associated Earth Sciences, Inc. 
revised June 17, 2021 

       5.3 Slope Stability Analysis 
       When the type of structural fill will be determined? 
       Where the friction angle of 32 degrees and cohesion value of 50psf came        

            from? 
            A horizontal ground acceleration of 0.26g was used in the analysis. Is 
            this value in accordance with recommendation by FEMA? 

6.1 Surficial Ground Rupture 
The Seattle Fault caused about 20 feet of surficial displacement about                                             
1100 years ago. The timing of this event is based on the USGS studies in  

       1999. 
 It is suggested to obtain some newest data on this fault which may have  
       a major impact on the proposed structures in EQ event. 
       What is the expected life of the proposed structures? 

6.3 Liquefaction 
The review of boring logs EB 2-4, 6, 8-9,12 has indicated very low 
blowcounts for liquefaction analysis to a maximum depth of 11 feet in the 
test boring EB 12. The logs of the test pits EP4, 6, 10-11, 13-15, 18-19, 21, 
31, 36, and test pits TP1, 3-4 indicate the ground water seepage from 
sand/gravel layers at different depths. This is a good indication that in an 
event of ground shaking the ground water table may rise towards the 
ground surface and thus causing liquefaction due to saturation of the soil 
deposit.  

           11.0 Foundations 
  How the allowable bearing pressures of 3000psf and 6000psf were  

determined? Are these pressures for different sizing of slabs, footings,  
etc. It appears that these pressures are for active cases. How about the 
pressures for dynamic cases?  

 How the moduli of the subgrade reactions were determined?  
11.1 Drainage Considerations 

       It is suggested to show the diameter of the PVC pipe. The washed gravel             
       should be brought up against the retaining wall to the top of backfill.  

13.0 Foundation Walls 
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Provide reference for various cases of the equivalent pressures mentioned 
in the text.+ 
 

2. Ecology SEPA Register No. 202104088, issued July 27, 2021 
           General  

The Contractor must include in its submittal the Quality Control 
Manual. The Contractor should also submit the instrumentation for 
measurement of the noise and vibration at frequencies to be determined 
by ISD. It is assumed that the Quality Assurance will be implemented by 
ISD. 

3. SEPA Environmental Checklist 
14. Transportation  
The air pollution of bus-car exhaust system should be addressed in the 
checklist. 
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Sierra Carson

From: Joe Brown <JoeBrownIV@live.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 8:19 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; 

dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah 

High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221.

August 23, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

A Determination of Significance should be issued for this proposed construction project and a full Environmental Impact 

Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

The Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) that the Issaquah School District (ISD) has proposed is not sufficient 

or appropriate and does not address the significant environmental impact that this school project will have on the area.   

The Superintendent of ISD has publicly stated that the ISD wants to be good neighbors and work with residents.  But the ISD 

actions do not match those words.  Instead, we have encountered a callous disregard for the residents near the proposed 

location of the new school construction.  The residents of this area fund, through the property taxes we pay, the school 

district and the city government.  Disregard for the legitimate concerns and environmental impacts that we have 

communicated to you is unacceptable! 

Joe Brown 

22729 SE 43rd CT 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Rob Michalson <robert.t.michalson@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 10:25 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal;  dpyle@sammamish.us;  JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) re HS #4

August 23, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

have voted for school bonds.  As an Issaquah and Providence Point resident however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The 

potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found? And who exactly monitors for any contamination? 

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? Salmon matter! 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.   We anticipate being 

gridlocked and unable to exit onto 228th for hours per day.   

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Robert T. Michalson 

3941 226th Pl SE #208 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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(206) 276-6556 

 

Sent from Mail for Windows 
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Sierra Carson

From: Ron Imhoff <r3025i@outlook.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 16, 2021 4:13 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu; Issaquah 

Schoolboard

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; Lucy Sloman; Wally Bobkiewicz; Mary Lou Pauly

Subject: SEPA #202106360 - New Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17

In my previous email from August 18,2021, I made several comments about that SEPA (02104088, 202104221). That 

email appears below my new comments. 

It appears that this new SEPA (202106360) did not take those comments into account even though the new SEPA is 

many pages longer than the original. 

You did not update the Plant section to reflect that there are Trillium on that site. 

In the Plant section of this new SEPA you also make contradictory statements: 

Given the close proximity of this bank to the proposed project, the ELSMB is the most suitable location for the proposed 

project's compensatory mitigation requirements. 

Off-site mitigation is permitted by code, but not anticipated as necessary for the project. 

You did not update the Animal section to reflect that there are bears, bobcats, and coyotes that have been seen 

frequently in the vicinity of the project site. 

You did not update the Transportation section to reflect that there is no sidewalk that extends all the way to (East Lake) 

Sammamish Parkway to the south. 

If you really wish to demonstrate your commitment to the environment and your commitment to the community, you 

should withdraw this SEPA and update it to be a true reflection of the impacts this project will have. 

Thanks for considering this and doing the right thing for all. 

Ron Imhoff 

3935 226th Place SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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From: Ron Imhoff <r3025i@outlook.com> 

Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 11:28 AM 

To: GallingerH@issaquah.wednet.edu <GallingerH@issaquah.wednet.edu>; maraldom@issaquah.wednet.edu 

<maraldom@issaquah.wednet.edu>; MooreA@issaquah.wednet.edu <MooreA@issaquah.wednet.edu>; 

MullingsS2@issaquah.wednet.edu <MullingsS2@issaquah.wednet.edu>; weavers@issaquah.wednet.edu 

<weavers@issaquah.wednet.edu>; mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu <mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu> 

Cc: Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov>; minnied@issaquahwa.gov <minnied@issaquahwa.gov>; 

wallyb@issaquahwa.gov <wallyb@issaquahwa.gov>; Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; 

MaryLouP@issaquahwa.gov <MaryLouP@issaquahwa.gov>; kmoran@sammamish.us <kmoran@sammamish.us>; 

cmalchow@sammamish.us <cmalchow@sammamish.us>; todell@sammamish.us <todell@sammamish.us>; 

ktreen@sammamish.us <ktreen@sammamish.us>; cross@sammamish.us <cross@sammamish.us>; 

kgamblin@sammamish.us <kgamblin@sammamish.us>; pstuart@sammamish.us <pstuart@sammamish.us> 

Subject: SEPA #202104221 - New Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17  

  

To Issaquah School District regarding the recent SEPA MDNS reports for the new schools at Providence 

Heights:  

   

After reading the SEPA checklist and MDNS, it appears that no serious effort was made to make sure the 

impacts of this project are truly understood and properly dealt with.  

   

There is no discussion of the impacts on Laughing Jacob Creek and the study being done by the City of 

Sammamish to address issues in that watershed.  

   

There is no mention of the Trillium (a rare native plant species) that are on-site that may be destroyed by the 

construction project.  

   

There is no mention of the bears, bobcats, and coyotes that have been seen frequently in the vicinity of the 

project site.  

   

There is no sidewalk that connects all the way to East Lake Sammamish Parkway to the south even though the 

SEPA checklist claims there is.  

   

1) Because the Issaquah School Board and School District should be demonstrating to the students of Issaquah 

and Sammamish that they truly care about the environment, and  

   

2) Because they should be demonstrating to the Snoqualmie Tribe that they truly care about the Native Lands 

the schools will be located on, and  

   

3) Because they should be demonstrating that they truly care about the restoration of Kokanee Salmon habitat 

on Laughing Jacob Creek for the benefit of the salmon and the Indigenous people:   

   

Therefore a full Environmental Impact Statement should be prepared that fully addresses how the project 

actually will improve not degrade the environment on that site and the surrounding areas impacted by it.  

   

Thank you for considering and doing the right thing for all.  
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Ron Imhoff  
 

3935 226th Place SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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From: Roberta Brown <brownrs@plu.edu>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 8:23 AM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Lucy Sloman; Wally Bobkiewicz

Subject: SEPA checkist falsehoods and ommissions, request that Issaquah assume Lead agency 

status

Dear Ms. Dhaliwal 

I appreciate this opportunity formally to reiterate my request that the City of Issaquah assume 

Lead Agency status regarding SEPA Register No 202104221. Since the fourteen-day comment 

period closes at 4:00Pm today, it is urgently incumbent upon you to assume Lead agency status 

immediately, declare a Determination of Significance, and assume development of a full 

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), before any further steps in this development are 

considered. My reasons are as follows:  

The SEPA report on which the draft Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance is based, is 

riddled with deceptions, lies, omissions, and false implications. It makes a sham of State law and 

the Issaquah Municipal Code. It obfuscates the obvious Significant Impact that the proposed 

development will have, making it a fraudulent document. An example of this concern is the failure 

to mention the presence of the extended Laughing Jacobs Creek ravine, into which the proposed 

development intends to discharge its stormwater overflows. As you know, LJC is an official Class 1 

stream that empties directly into Lake Sammamish within less than a mile from the proposed 

discharge location, and an official geological hazard area which has experienced considerable, 

officially recorded earth slippage. (City of Issaquah Plan Annex, p.13) This Plan document showing 

findings of unstable soils was presented in the Geological Hazardous section of the City Code 

Update meeting of July 22, 2021. However, in response to Question B.1.d in the SEPA Checklist, 

“Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity?” the 

developer replies in the Checklist, “There are no indications or listing of unstable soils in the 

immediate vicinity.”   

Additionally, the developer omits the study of noise from the proposed football field in the SEPA 

checklist. (The Greenbusch Group points out in its Noise Study Report of September 2, 2020: “A 

separate study was issued for the football stadium in that there is an additional study of noise at 

the football stadium in October 2019.”)  The checklist is incomplete without information from this 

additional study. To make matters worse, the SEPA checklist states that it in fact includes the 

noise generated by the football field in its calculations. “The applicable sound level limit is 57 DBA. 

All predicted noise (including noise generated by events at the stadium) falls below that limit.” 

This is a clear falsehood, as the very study upon which sound at the football stadium is reported, is 

not included in the calculation. Finally, the tables in the SEPA checklist make clear that the total 

noise level of the development exceeds by multiple times the maximum allowance in the Issaquah 
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Municipal code. In short, the developer has not only attempted to separate and to bury noise 

generated by the football stadium from other noises, all the while declaring that it is including this 

noise analysis, it has also parsed the total of ambient noises into separate categories, thus 

obfuscating the reality of on-the-ground audible experience.  

  

The SEPA checklist is incomplete as well. Instructions for applicants found on the first page of the 

SEPA Environmental Checklist, state: “The checklist must include all parts of your proposal, even if 

you plan to do them over a period of time or on different parcels of land.” The developer for this 

project did not include information from the required ROW application to the City of Sammamish 

in the SEPA checklist. To my knowledge, the developer still has not so much as submitted a ROW 

application. As a consequence, the present threshold determination and two-week period for 

comment, are illegitimate, legally undermining the entire process at this point. Government 

agencies including school districts are developers. They cannot be treated differently or be 

exempted from State and Municipal law. 

  

 I request that my request, as herein worded, be placed in the official record of public comments, 

which is made available to the Planning Commission, the City Council, and the Mayor. These and 

other serious concerns about the SEPA checklist are further elaborated in my Comments on the 

Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), submitted some days ago to 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects, and copied to you and other City staff. 

  

Sincerely, 

  

Roberta Brown 

22719 SE 43rd Ct 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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From: Minnie Dhaliwal

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 3:57 PM

To: Mullins, Tom   AD-Staff

Cc: Kuper, Jacob    AD-Staff; Lucy Sloman; Cristina Haworth

Subject: SEPA comments 

Attachments: FINAL SEPA MDNS Comments_2021-0824.pdf

Hi Tom, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on SEPA Determination issued by the School District. The City of 

Issaquah's comments are attached. 

Minnie Dhaliwal 

City of Issaquah | Director Community Planning and Development 

425.837.3430  
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Community Planning & Development Department  

1175 – 12th Ave NW | P.O. Box 1307 

Issaquah, WA 98027 

425-837-3100 

issaquahwa.gov 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

August 24, 2021 

 

 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA, 98029 

 

via email: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

 

RE:  Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17 

  SEPA Comments 

 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

 

The City of Issaquah received the SEPA Checklist and Threshold Determination for the 

proposed Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17 collocated campus at 4221 

228th Avenue SE. The City has reviewed the materials and is submitting the following 

comments for consideration during the public comment period: 

 

Comments on the SEPA Checklist: 
Section A: Background 

1. Section A.8. Some of the listed studies appear to be out of date and/or incomplete: 

a. An updated Critical Area Study and Wetland Mitigation Plan was prepared on 

February 22, 2021. 

b. An updated Tree Evaluation and Retention (Arborist) Report was prepared in April 

2021. 

c. An Addendum to the Critical Area Study and Wetland Mitigation Plan was prepared 

by Wetland Resources Inc. on July 30, 2021.  This should be considered in any 

revised Checklist or Threshold Determination. 

 

The SEPA Checklist and Threshold Determination are required under WAC 197-11-090 to 

consider all background or supporting analyses, studies, or technical reports prepared 

for the project.  Given that the studies listed above were developed (except item c, 

above) prior to issuing the MDNS, these should be considered in the environmental 

review process. 
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Section B.2: Air 

2. Section B.2.a. This response should document the lead contamination on the site and 

any abatement requirements necessary to ensure the lead does not mobilize through 

fugitive dust.  See Comments 10 and 12, below.  

 

3. Section B.2.c. This response should consider a greater range of best practices 

measures to reduce and control emissions, especially relative to lead abatement to 

ensure contamination does not mobilize off-site.  See Comments 10 and 12, below. 

 

At a minimum, lead abatement should be discussed in detail, an analysis that is 

necessary to conclude there will be no probable significant adverse environmental 

impact as described in the MDNS.  Please clarify if Department of Ecology or Puget 

Sound Clean Air Agency approval is required or explain how you are coordinating with 

them. 

Section B.3: Water 

4. Section B.3.a.1. This response does not address Laughing Jacobs Creek.  Laughing 

Jacobs Creek and any potential stormwater-related impacts should be discussed.  If 

there are no anticipated impacts, a short summary of the analysis inputs and 

conclusions should be added.  If the project causes or aggravates degradation in off-site 

fish habitat, water quality, erosion, slope stability, or other drainage impacts, the 

anticipated impacts should be described, and mitigation proposed.  Section 5.1 (page 

11) of the May 2021 TIR provides a preliminary Off-Site Analysis that partially addresses 

this issue related to stormwater.  The May 2021 TIR will be subject to additional review 

for compliance with recommendations in 2014 Stormwater Manual for Western 

Washington, I-2.6.2 Optional Guidance #2:  Off Site Analysis and Mitigation, adopted by 

the City of Issaquah.   

 

5. Section B.3.a.3. This response indicates that fill material placed in Wetland C will be 

sourced on-site.  There is known lead contamination in the vicinity of Wetland C that 

should be specifically excluded as a potential source of fill material, but this is not 

discussed.  The project will need to comply with the Model Toxics Control Act (MTCA) 

and the use of on-site contaminated soils as a source of fill (for Wetland C and/or more 

broadly) is not allowed.  See Comments 10 and 12, below. 

 

6. Section B.3.d. The wetland mitigation described in this response is inconsistent with 

the mitigation described in the revised Critical Area Study and Wetland Mitigation Plan 

(note this was not included in the listed review materials but should have been included 

– see Comment 1 in this letter); using tree protection as mitigation for the proposal is 

not allowed by the IMC.  The revised Critical Area Study and Wetland Mitigation Plan 

instead recommends mitigation through the East Lake Sammamish Mitigation Bank.  The 

mitigation should be more fully described, including the quantity of credits purchased 

(mitigation ratio) and how the purchase of credits offsets the loss of Wetland C’s 

functions and values. 

Section B.7: Environmental Health 

7. Section B.7.a. This section is missing entirely a discussion of the documented lead 

contamination identified in the PBS report dated March 3, 2020.  Work at or near the 

water tower should be done to comply with Model Toxics Control Act requirements and 

done to meet best management practices to protect workers and not release lead into 
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the environment due to site disturbance.  The documented lead contamination should be 

addressed in the following subsections: a, a.1, a.2, a.5 (to include abatement 

requirements).  Further, the lead contamination should be fully investigated to 

understand the extent of contamination and necessary abatement, requirements for 

work near lead-contaminated soils, and recommendations for worker, environmental, 

and community safety.  It is unclear from the response if the Department of Ecology was 

notified of existing contamination and, if not, they should be contacted immediately. 

Comments on the MDNS: 
8. Condition 1.  This condition should be revised to specify that the CIMP will be prepared 

by ISD or its selected contractor and approved by the Cities of Issaquah and 

Sammamish prior to issuing the first construction permit for the project.  The CIMP 

should include detailed information on construction phasing, activities occurring, and 

equipment used in each phase, and specific BMPs or mitigation measures to be 

implemented in each phase.  The CIMP shall include contact information for the 

individual responsible for enforcing the provisions of the CIMP on the site.  The CIMP 

should include provisions for monitoring and revision in the event that impacts are not 

adequately mitigated. 

 

9. Condition 2. This condition should document the proposed buffer enhancement and 

require that the buffer provide screening of the project from adjacent residents, as 

shown in the Landscape Plans dated May 21, 2021.  This condition should specify that a 

Native Growth Protection Easement will be recorded to protect the buffer in perpetuity, 

including requirements for long-term maintenance of the buffer area. 

 

10. Condition 4.  The characterization of contamination on this site should be clearly 

stated: 

a. It is incorrect to state “If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, 

discovered, or occurs…” because lead contamination has been discovered onsite and 

documented in the Water Tower Lead in Soil Screening Summary prepared by PBS 

on March 3, 2020 provided by ISD.  This condition should be revised to clarify that 

lead has been found in the soil, include a reference to the screening document, and 

reference any additional documentation of lead found in soil sampling and soil testing 

for the site. 

b. It is incorrect to state “If contamination is revealed by testing, Ecology shall be 

notified.”  Lead contamination has been revealed and documented and the 

Department of Ecology should be notified immediately if they have not already 

been contacted.  This condition should be revised to clarify that lead has been found 

in the soil and note if and when the Department of Ecology was notified of the 

contamination. 

 

This condition should be replaced with a condition requiring a thorough investigation 

identifying definitively the extent (depth and geographic area) of contamination, 

abatement per State and Federal law by a qualified professional, and incorporation of 

any recommendations for long-term monitoring, consistent with our recommendations 

for Condition 7 (see Comment 12, below).  The condition should require reporting to the 

Department of Ecology and the City of Issaquah if further contamination is revealed by 

the investigations. 
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11. Condition 5. A permit is required for filling, and all requirements for fill material in the 

IMC must be met.  Note that waste concrete will not meet pH standards for use as fill 

and will not be allowed. Please revise to clarify that grading and filling of land shall not 

occur prior to issuance of a construction permit by either the City of Issaquah or 

Sammamish authorizing the work. 

 

12. Condition 7. The contamination must be thoroughly investigated prior to any 

treatment, abatement, or remediation to understand the full extent, which may reach 

beyond 12 inches below the ground surface (see Comment 10, above).  The extent 

(area and depth) of the contamination has not been fully determined or documented.  

The PBS soil screening only evaluated soil samples collected to 12 inches depth, which 

does not demonstrate that contamination stops at that depth.  This condition should be 

revised to require the following: 

a. Thorough investigation, abatement consistent with State and Federal requirements 

by a qualified professional, and incorporation of any recommendations for long-term 

monitoring or other follow-up.  The further investigations should definitively 

document the extent (area and depth) of contamination. 

b. Preparation and adherence to a Lead in Soils Management Plan, as recommended by 

PBS in the Soil Screening Summary dated March 3, 2020.  The Lead in Soils 

Management Plan should include text stating the contractor will be responsible for 

enforcing provisions of the plan to ensure a safe work environment (e.g., worker 

protection and use of PPE, housekeeping, engineering controls, etc.) as specified in 

the PBS Soil Screening Summary. 

c. Prohibiting the stockpiling of contaminated soils on the site, especially during wet 

weather events, and prohibiting the use of these soils on site except as specified in 

an abatement plan prepared by a qualified professional. 

d. The Department of Ecology and the City of Issaquah should be kept informed of all 

developments related to contamination to protect the public health. 

Also note per IMC 16.26.150, work may need to be suspended if contamination of site 

soils from hazardous material are encountered to an extent previously unknown.  Once 

suspended or revoked, work can resume only after documentation of compliance with 

State and Federal regulations are provided showing that continuation of site work is 

appropriate. 

 

13. Condition 17. While the lighting for the fields and buildings will comply with the IMC, it 

is unclear if the tennis court lighting will comply.  Lighting is shown in the building 

elevations and should be addressed in this condition. 

 

14. Condition 19. This condition conflicts with the SEPA Checklist, which indicates that 

idling will be prohibited, rather than discouraged.  Idling should be prohibited and an 

enforcement mechanism should be identified.  Contact information for the enforcing staff 

member should be provided to surrounding community members to resolve complaints. 

 

15. Condition 20. This condition should be revised to include the frontage and capacity 

improvements extending from the south end of the site southward to the intersection of 

SE 43rd Way/Providence Point Drive. 

 

16. Condition 24. This condition should be clarified to select a single appropriate mitigation 

measure. 
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17. Condition 25. This condition may be infeasible without the support of City of 

Sammamish.  Coordination with the City of Sammamish is strongly recommended. 

 

18. Condition 26. This condition should be revised to specify that the CTMP will be 

prepared by ISD or its selected contractor and approved by the Cities of Issaquah and 

Sammamish prior to issuing the first construction permit for the project.  The CTMP 

should include detailed information on vehicular and pedestrian control, including 

planned lane closures, flaggers, signage, and other BMPs.  The CTMP should include a 

monitoring, enforcement, and revision process to ensure construction-related traffic 

impacts are adequately mitigated. 

 

19. Condition 27. This condition should be revised to specify that the TMP should be 

prepared by ISD and approved by the City of Issaquah prior to issuing the first 

Certificate of Occupancy for the project.  The TMP should include a monitoring, 

enforcement, and revision process to ensure the plan is successful.  The use of 

incentives and/or penalties to ensure successful implementation of the plan should be 

considered.  Reports documenting trip generation, parking demand, and the use of 

alternative modes should be made available to the Cities upon request to inform 

revisions to the TMP. 

 

20. Condition 28. The SEMP should be provided to the Cities of Issaquah and Sammamish 

prior to issuing the first Certificate of Occupancy for the project.  The SEMP should 

identify off-site parking locations, shuttling systems or services, and enforcement. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment and look forward to our concerns being 

addressed following the close of the public comment period.  If you have any questions 

please do not hesitate to contact me or our planning consultant Cristina Haworth at 

cristinah@issaquahwa.gov or 425.739.7959. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Minnie Dhaliwal 

Director, Community Planning and Development 

 

cc: File 

 Cristina Haworth, Issaquah Planning Consultant 

 Lucy Sloman, AICP, Planning Manager 

 Jacob Kuper, Issaquah School District Responsible Official 

 David Pyle, City of Sammamish 
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From: Charles Judge <cbjmrmiser@yahoo.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 22, 2021 7:59 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: SEPA Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance

August 22, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects  

Issaquah School District No. 411  

5150 220th Avenue SE  

Issaquah, WA 98029  

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221.  

Dear Director Mullins: 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples:  

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794.  

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take 

if contamination is found?   

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.    

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance?  

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.      

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.   

   The Issaquah School District No. 41 self-serving attempt to circumvent a full Environmental Impact Study/Statement for its 

planned high school #4, elementary school #17, stadium and athletic fields is an insult to the property owners, taxpayers, 

residents and others who live, use and travel in and around the adjacent area off 228th Ave. SE. It is clearly another example of 

government over reach. I do not perceive the School District’s approach to be that of a good neighbor, rather that of a 

neighborhood bully intent on getting his/her way without respectful regard to others who would be negatively impacted. It 

seems to me the SEPA Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance is nothing more than an incomplete and desperate effort 
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to avoid government authored rules/regulations/laws and ram the proposed project through to final approval at the 11th hour 

without proper oversight.  

 

 

Yours Truly, 

 

 

 

 

Charles Judge  

3664 225th Place SE  

Issaquah, WA 98029  

  

  

cc:   cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sa

mmamish.us  
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From: Betty Williams <bettyw63@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 10:41 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: SEPA Register No 202104221 - Revised MDNS re: Issaquah High School & Elementary 

School

Attachments: 1a -school dist letter.docx
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        Betty Williams 
        3652 225th PL SE 
        Issaquah, WA 98029 
 
 
     August 23, 2021 
 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No. 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
 
Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 
  
 Re: SEPA Register No 202104221 
  Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed 
  Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17  Ecological 
  
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
 I have attended some of the City of Issaquah meetings regarding the property to be 

used for building a high school and a grade school.  It is so true we need additional space for 

our children to be properly educated.  In addition to environmental concerns, we also have an 

obligation to our children and community for their personal mental and physical health.  

Attempting to put approximately 2,792 children and staff onto 40.79 acres five days a week 

with the proposed building plan is unreasonable and all environmental issues need to be 

addressed per Washington State law under WAC 197-11-794. 

 I beg Issaquah School District as well as the City of Issaquah to not go forward with this 

plan unless a Determination of Significance is completed according to Washington State law.  

To go forward without addressing the many environmental issues will only result in more 

wasted time and cost for the citizens of Issaquah.  Several Issaquah residents I have talked with 

feel very strongly that we need a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared without delay 

before proceeding with the building plans for the two schools.   

 In addition to the many environmental concerns, the traffic and safety on 228th Ave. SE 

will be huge.  From 6:45 a.m. until 9:30 a.m., and in the afternoon for nearly three hours, 

people will need to allow an additional 30 minutes to get to their destinations.  The nearby 

residential communities will be impacted by drivers attempting to avoid 228th Ave. SE and, 

there are several senior communities, including assisted living and nursing homes along 228th 

Ave. SE who depend on Eastside Fire and Rescue daily for assistance.  Has the Issaquah School 

mailto:mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu
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District collected information from Eastside Fire on the daily emergency calls they receive for a 

two-mile radius of the proposed building site? 

 I believe the environmental and safety issues, which are numerous, are just too great to 

proceed under the revised MDNS.  To go forward it is only reasonable a Determination of 

Significance be provided and an Environmental Impact Statement, covering the numerous 

concerns be prepared. 

 As a citizen and homeowner residing in the City of Issaquah, I thank you for your time 

regarding this matter.  

       Sincerely, 

 

       Betty Williams 

 

cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; 
JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us 

 
 

mailto:cristinah@issaquahwa.gov
mailto:minnied@issaquahwa.gov
mailto:dpyle@sammamish.us
mailto:JElekes@sammamish.us
mailto:kmoran@sammamish.us
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From: Paul Dupuy <pdupuy9@icloud.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 10:26 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: SEPA Response  Letter Final

Attachments: SEPA Response  Letter Final.pdf
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August	21,	2021	

Tom	Mullins,	Director	of	Capital	Projects	
Issaquah	School	District	No.	411	
5150	220th	Avenue	SE	
Issaquah,	WA	98029	
Via	email	to:	mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu	

Re:	DraO	Revised	MiPgated	DeterminaPon	of	Nonsignificance	(MDNS)	for	the	proposed	Issaquah	High	School	
#	4	and	Elementary	School	#	17,	Ecological	SEPA	Register	No	202104221.	

Dear	Mr.	Mullins,	

Thank	you	for	the	opportunity	to	comment	on	your	draO	DeterminaPon	of	Nonsignificance.		I	support	public	
educaPon	and	rouPnely	vote	for	school	bonds.		As	an	Issaquah	homeowner,	however,	I	have	concerns	with	
the	MDNS.		The	potenPal	environmental	impacts	are	significant.		I	offer	the	following	examples:	

The	number	of	proposed	compact	designed	structures	is	too	great	for	the	proposed	site.		The	resulPng	
loss	of	significant	tree	canopy,	wetlands,	and	naPve	vegetaPon,	and	excessive	impermeable	surfaces	will	
result	in	a	major	environmental	impact.		This	project	is	clearly	a	“Major	AcPon”	for	which	a	
DeterminaPon	of	Significance	is	required	under	WAC	197-11-794.	

Most	of	your	proposed	measures	in	this	MDNS	lack	substance,	e.g.,	#4	“If	contaminaPon	of	soil	or	
groundwater	is	suspected,	discovered,	or	occurs	during	construcPon…	Ecology	shall	be	noPfied.”		What	
specific	steps	will	you	take	if	contaminaPon	is	found?		

Your	means	for	enforcing	environmental	impacts	in	the	MNDS’s	are	vague;	unenforceable.		For	instance,	#	
12:	“…use	of	amplified	sound	shall	be	prohibited	between	10:00PM	and	8:00AM	and	noPce	of	this	
condiPon	shall	be	included	with	field	rules	placed	on	a	durable,	permanently-affixed	sign	at	the	entrances	
to	the	stadium.”	Regarding	#	19:	Despite	“discouraging”	the	idling	of	waiPng	cars	does	not	negate	the	
added	air	polluPon,	especially	with	two	schools	on	site.			

Reference	#9.		Your	proposed	plan	calls	for	stormwater	from	your	site	to	be	discharged	to	Laughing	
Jacob’s	Creek.		This	creek	is	a	designated	geologically	hazardous	area	and	spawning	habitat	for	
endangered	Kokanee	Salmon.	Why	is	this	intent	not	of	environmental	significance?	

Finally,	there	is	no	menPon	of	the	impact	that	5,500	new	daily	vehicle	trips	on	228th	Ave.	S.E.	will	have	on	
this	already	congested,	main	arterial	road,	as	well	as	on	other	nearby	roads	and	residenPal	
neighborhoods.					

For	these	reasons,	and	many	more,	the	MDNS	for	this	proposed	project	should	be	withdrawn.		Instead,	a	
DeterminaPon	of	Significance	should	be	issued,	and	a	full	Environmental	Impact	Statement	prepared	before	
any	further	steps	on	this	proposed	project	are	considered.		

Thank	you.	

Paul	J.	Dupuy	
3661	224th	Pl	SE,	Issaquah	WA.,	98029	

Phone	number	(425-516-8744)		

cc:	 crisPnah@issaquahwa.gov;	minnied@issaquahwa.gov;	dpyle@sammamish.us;	JElekes@sammamish.us;	
kmoran@sammamish.us	

	

mailto:mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu
mailto:cristinah@issaquahwa.gov
mailto:minnied@issaquahwa.gov
mailto:dpyle@sammamish.us
mailto:JElekes@sammamish.us
mailto:kmoran@sammamish.us
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From: Susan Brann <suebrann50@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 2:16 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Susan Brann; Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; 

JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: SEPA Response

August 23, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No. 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, 
Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and routinely vote for school 
bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the 
following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, 
and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” 
for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs 
during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be 
prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed 
sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, 
especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated 
geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already congested, main arterial 
road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.    

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of Significance should be 
issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Ken Brann 
22011 SE 40th Ct. 
Issaquah, WA  98029 
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From: Bob Pettitt <bob_pettitt@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 2:33 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: SEPA Response

Attachments: SEPA Response  Letter Final.docx

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



August 24, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No. 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School 
# 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public 

education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with 

the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting 

loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will 

result in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a 

Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or 

groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What 

specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, 

# 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this 

condition shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the 

entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not 

negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing 

Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for 

endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on 

this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential 

neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a 

Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before 

any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Name: Robert M. Pettitt & Marilyn L. Pettitt 
              4079 223rd Pl SE 
              Issaquah, WA 98029 
Phone number (optional)  
 
cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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From: Diane Prigge <diprigge3@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 12:34 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Significant vs. Insignificant

August 24, 2021 

Mr. Tom Mullins 

ISD No. 411 

5150 - 220th Ave SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re:  MDNS for Proposed High #4 & Elementary #17 Schools 

Hello Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for extending the comment period on the above-referenced draft MDNS. 

I ASK FOR JUST ONE THING MR. MULLINS: please use the highest level of ethics and standards as you direct this project. A determination of 

“Nonsignificance” is a slap in the face. The loss of tree canopy, wetlands, native vegetation and spawning habitat? The addition of excessive 

impermeable surfaces, air pollution and added traffic? Of course these factors are Significant! 

Please ask for a Determination of Significance and a full EIS. 

Sincerely, 

Diane Prigge 

Diane Prigge 

3935 - 226 Pl SE 

Issaquah 98029 

360.556.2000 
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From: Mary Judd <maryejudd@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 3:59 PM

To: Wally Bobkiewicz; Minnie Dhaliwal; Lucy Sloman; Cristina Haworth

Subject: Subject: Request for the City of Issaquah to assume Lead Agency status regarding 

SEPA/MDNS on proposed ISD Providence Hgts Schools Project

Dear Mr. Bobkiewicz, Ms. Dhaliwal, Ms. Sloman and Ms. Haworth; 

I write  to urge you , to use your authority as an agency with jurisdiction over the subject proposal, to assume Lead 

Agency status of the environmental review process of the project as is provided for under WAC 197-11-948.  I write as a 

resident of Issaquah, and as a consistent supporter of public education funding and projects throughout my adult life.  

However, the Issaquah School District's MDNS report and accompanying SEPA checklist for this project are severely 

flawed and fail to adequately address the probable significant adverse impact to the environment that this project and 

new campus will create. 

Furthermore, these documents fail to meet the basic requirements of State Law.  RCW 43.21C.030 states in part, 

"...every recommendation or report on proposals for legislation or other major actions significantly affecting the quality 

of the environment (such as this MDNS) shall include a detailed statement by the responsible official on: 1) the 

environmental impact of the proposed action; 2) any adverse environmental effects which cannot be avoided should the 

proposal be implemented; 3) alternatives to the proposed action." On all accounts, this MDNS fails these requirements: 

1) virtually no impacts are described; 2) numerous adverse impacts which cannot be avoided are not detailed, and 3) no

alternatives to the proposed actions are presented.

Review of the MDNS document noted the following issues of serious concern: 

* It states that the Construction Impact Mitigation Plan (CIMP) will include "off-site migration of dust and dirt from

construction activities," but fails to detail how this massive transfer will be accomplished, or the destination site for this

enormous amount of dust and dirt.

* It states that the project will "Provide vegetated buffer along the north and west boundaries of the project," but

fails to ensure the same for the southwest and south boundaries, alongside a large residential community.

* It states, "If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during the construction of

the new school building, testing of the potentially contaminated media shall be conducted. If contamination is revealed

by testing, Ecology shall be notified."  However, it fails to detail what steps would actually be taken if such likely

contamination occurs.

* It states, "A groundwater monitoring plan shall be prepared to evaluate groundwater quality within the area of the

Class III Critical Aquifer Recharge Area on an annual basis. The results shall be made available to the City of Issaquah, the 

City of Sammamish, and members of the public upon request."  However, it fails to detail any steps that would actually

be taken if very likely deterioration in groundwater quality occurs - a major threat to the water and soil of the

neighboring communities and cities.

* It states, "The stormwater management system shall be designed to "Enhanced" treatment standards, including

removal of suspended solids and dissolved metals and removal of phosphorus for all on-site and off-site pollution-

generating impervious surfaces associated with the project."  However, it fails to detail the potential impact of such a

system will have on the water and soil of the surrounding neighborhoods, or how it will prevent such a negative impact

from taking place.

* It states that the plan will "Purchase credits from East Lake Sammamish Mitigation Bank for offsite Wetland

Mitigation for impacts to Wetland C."  This does nothing to protect the wetlands that are actually located next to the

proposed construction site.
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*        It states, "A public address or similar noise amplification system is prohibited at the baseball and softball fields" - 

but fails to note or address the significant noise pollution resulting from the multipurpose turf playfield/ track/covered 

grandstands amplification system and crowd noise. 

*        It states, "Required equipment tests for the emergency generator and any outdoor mechanical equipment shall be 

limited to 7:00 AM through 6:00 PM Monday through Friday. If any equipment exceeds adopted noise standards set 

forth in the Issaquah Municipal Code, sound barriers or similar features designed to attenuate sound shall be installed."  

But it fails to guarantee that the attenuated sound shall fall under the adopted noise standards set forth in the Issaquah 

Municipal Code. 

*        It states, "ISD will discourage vehicle idling during student drop-off and pick-up times," but fails to acknowledge, 

detail, or deal with the inevitable air pollution damage that will be created by such idling, which always occurs in these 

settings  -- especially since the project is in a location that will prevent all or most students from commuting on foot or 

bicycle. 

  

For all these reasons, the MDNS report for this project is clearly unacceptable to our communities and residents.  It is 

therefore necessary for the City of Issaquah to act immediately under SEPA Section WAC 197-11-948, which states, 

"Assumption of lead agency status" provides that, "(1) An agency with jurisdiction over a proposal, upon review of a DNS 

(WAC 197-11-340) may transmit to the initial lead agency a completed 'Notice of assumption of lead agency status.'"  

However, "Assumption of lead agency status shall occur only within the fourteen-day comment period on a DNS issued 

under WAC 197-11-340." (emphasis mine)  

  

Since the "fourteen-day comment period" is rapidly coming to an end (August 24), it is urgently incumbent upon you to 

assume Lead Agency status of this process immediately, declare a Determination of Significance and develop a full 

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), before any further steps on this project are considered.   

  

Section WAC 197-11-340 Determination of Nonsignificance (DNS), provides the basis for your ability to assume Lead 

Agency status. Section 2(f) states, "The responsible official shall reconsider the DNS based on timely comments and may 

retain or modify the DNS or, if the responsible official determines that significant adverse impacts are likely, withdraw 

the DNS or supporting documents."  Section 3(a) states, "The lead agency shall withdraw a DNS if: (i) There are 

substantial changes to a proposal [i.e. a ROW permit application for the 228th intersection] so that the proposal is likely 

to have significant adverse environmental impacts; (ii) There is significant new information indicating, or on, a proposal's 

probable significant adverse environmental impacts [ditto the intersection permit and the comments they will receive 

from the public]; or (iii) The DNS was procured by misrepresentation or lack of material disclosure; if such DNS resulted 

from the actions of an applicant, any subsequent environmental checklist on the proposal shall be prepared directly by 

the lead agency or its consultant at the expense of the applicant."  (emphasis mine) Since item iii is clearly the case here, 

and since the City would then be the new lead agency, the subsequent costs would be borne by ISD. 

  

The City of Issaquah prides itself to be an environmental champion.  This MDNS presented by the ISD is the absolute 

antithesis of environmental championship.  If allowed to proceed under the conditions of the proposed MDNS, this 

project will cause serious, long-term harm to our citizens and neighborhoods.  Please, do the right thing and assume 

Lead Agency status of this critical environmental assessment process! 

  

Thank you for your attention to this important issue.   

  

Sincerely, 

 

Daniel Sreebny 

22618 SE 44th Place 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

DSreebny@gmail.com 
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From: Roberta Brown <brownrs@plu.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, September 1, 2021 12:23 PM

To: Lucy Sloman

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; Cristina Haworth

Subject: Thanks for visit, enrollment numbers

Attachments: ISD CFP 2020.pdf; ISD CFP 2021 .pdf; ISD Enrollment figures CFP 2020 vs 2021  .pdf

Dear Lucy, 

Many thanks for taking the time to visit Providence Point the other day. As an independent 

resident at Providence Point, not representing the Umbrella Board, it was a privilege to be invited 

to join you. I am following up here on your comment, if I understood, that there actually is a need 

for the elementary school. In that regard, I wanted to share with you some information I have 

come across.  

Perhaps you have already seen these, but just in case, enrollment forecasts found in the two ISD 

Capital Facilities Plans (CFP) -- those for 2020 and for 2021 -- are revealing.  A table listing and 

comparing these forecasts, and the two CFPs themselves, are attached. The first five columns in 

the attached table list year-by-year K-5 forecasts, through 2036, as stated in the CFPs. As 

expected, there is a steady decrease in anticipated enrollments when one compares what was 

anticipated in 2020 with what is anticipated in 2021, which, as we all know, is occurring for a 

number of reasons, including Covid-19.  But what is interesting is that out of the blue, in the 2021 

CFP column, comes a sudden bump upward in 2028 of 572 anticipated students and then in 2030, 

a gigantic inflation of numbers. How can one explain this sudden influx of 1163 K-5 children, all in 

2030, and which was not predicted in the 2020 CFP?  (An increase of 144 in the 2020 CFP and of 

1163 in the 2021 CFP) This sort of shift cannot represent reality. Sad as it is, it can only be a 

ginning up of the numbers -- and a likely reason for this is a desperate attempt to justify 

elementary school # 17, the 2020 CFP having shown that it is not needed.  

Troubling as well is the claim of an ISD official at the May 27 ISD Board meeting that “without 

capacity improvements by 2026-27, elementary population will be over capacity by 1.228 

students.” There is nothing in the 2021 CFP to support such a claim. The 2021 CFP projects a K-5 

enrollment for the same 2026-27 school year of 9,508 (See attached table). Appendix A, p. 18 of 

the 2021 CFP shows a total elementary school capacity of 11,396. With the addition of elementary 

school # 16 presently under construction (an announced capacity of 650), the total K-5 capacity is 

12,046.  So, the reality is that there is an excess of 2,438 in capacity in the 2026-27 school year 

(12,046 – 9,508). Even should one assume only 90% capacity, the numbers throw serious doubt 

on the need for elementary school # 16, which can only be justified by eliminating most portables 

throughout the District, something the ISD has not shown an interest in doing to date and would 

be impractical, given student locations. Given these numbers, the addition of yet another school, 

# 17, is not only unneeded but excessively so.  
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From: Jack Theterrible <giacomoporcelli@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 21, 2021 3:51 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: The large school project planned on the Providence Heights property.

Attachments: Schoolissues.jpeg

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

We are attaching a letter to protest the decision by the Issaquah School 

District not to perform a full assessment of the environmental impact of 

the subject project. 

Respectfully, 

Giacomo and Sophie M Porcelli 

3610 225th Pl SE, Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Of interest as well in the attached documents are the predicted high school enrollment numbers. 

The 2021 Plan shows a steady, quite remarkable decline, with only 4794 anticipated students in 

2030 and 4723 in 2035, clearly not enough to justify construction permits for high school # 4.   

  

I have heard that, in spite of this clear evidence for lack of need, ISD insists on going forth with the 

Providence Heights project, saying that the residents voted for it, so they have to do what the 

voters want. This is spurious reasoning. Support for bonds is built on voters’ trust that school 

officials are providing accurate information, and on voters’ assumption that the District will accept 

a change of plans should circumstances change. As we all know in this case, circumstances have 

changed radically since the 2016 bond was passed. In April 2021 the District announced a $35M 

deficit because of “enrollment decline,” and enrollments continue to decline further. In fact, they 

have just announced a 1,500-student drop in anticipated enrollment for this fall. Rapidly 

increasing housing costs within the District are making it very difficult for families with young 

children to afford to live here. And the overall slowing of birth rates among Americans of child-

bearing age is well documented. Yet the District refuses to budge on its original plan and insists, 

“We need these schools.” District officials are mired in a proud, reactionary stance, unable to 

accept the changing reality, and ready to lie to push forth. We are fortunate that the State and 

City of Issaquah have laws preventing the construction of such unneeded public facilities.  

  

I hope that this information, if not already known, will be of service to the City. Many thanks 

again, Lucy, for your visit and sharing of perspectives.  I look forward to further conversations.  

  

With my best regards, 

  

Roberta Brown 
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From: Janet Claypool <jpclaypool2@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 1:23 PM

To: 'Via email to:'; Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; 

JElekes@sammamish.us; kmoran@sammamish.us

Subject: Today's meeting

Attachments: Schooldist.824.docx

Janet 
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August 24, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No. 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 
cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
 
Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School 
# 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public 

education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with 

the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting 

loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will 

result in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a 

Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or 

groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What 

specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, 

# 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this 

condition shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the 

entrances to the stadium.”  I live with my living area facing the property.  I want to be sure lights are out 

at 10.00 p.m.  This needs to be monitored. 

 Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, 

especially with two schools on site.  Again, night lights from autos need to also be the focus of “lights 

out.”  All noise from night activities must be curtailed at the stated time. 

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing 

Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for 

endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on 

this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential 

neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a 

Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before 

any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Janet Claypool 

22535 S.E. Highland Cir. 

  Issaquah WA 98029 

mailto:mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu
mailto:cristinah@issaquahwa.gov
mailto:minnied@issaquahwa.gov
mailto:dpyle@sammamish.us
mailto:JElekes@sammamish.us
mailto:kmoran@sammamish.us
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From: Barbara Irish <bkirish5@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 3:05 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

August 23, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High School # 4 and 

Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support public education and 

routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have concerns with the MDNS.  The potential 

environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following examples: 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will result in a major environmental 

impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-

794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or groundwater is 

suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What specific steps will you take if 

contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, # 12: “…use of 

amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this condition shall be included with 

field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite 

“discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing Jacob’s Creek.  This 

creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this 

intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have on this already 

congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a Determination of 

Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared before any further steps on this proposed 

project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Barbara Irish 

3656 225th Pl. SE, Issaquah, WA 98029 

206-550-9336 
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cc:    cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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From: Louise Weathers <lweathers1@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2021 3:56 PM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us

August 19, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Re: Draft Revised Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) for the proposed Issaquah High 

School # 4 and Elementary School # 17, Ecological SEPA Register No 202104221. 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your draft Determination of Nonsignificance.  I support 

public education and routinely vote for school bonds.  As an Issaquah homeowner, however, I have 

concerns with the MDNS.  The potential environmental impacts are significant.  I offer the following 

examples although copied, I feel exactly the same and greatly concerned about how this will affect our 

future if Issaquah goes through with their plans. 

The number of proposed compact designed structures is too great for the proposed site.  The resulting 

loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and excessive impermeable surfaces will 

result in a major environmental impact.  This project is clearly a “Major Action” for which a 

Determination of Significance is required under WAC 197-11-794. 

Most of your proposed measures in this MDNS lack substance, e.g., #4 “If contamination of soil or 

groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during construction… Ecology shall be notified.”  What 

specific steps will you take if contamination is found?  

Your means for enforcing environmental impacts in the MNDS’s are vague; unenforceable.  For instance, 

# 12: “…use of amplified sound shall be prohibited between 10:00PM and 8:00AM and notice of this 

condition shall be included with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the 

entrances to the stadium.” Regarding # 19: Despite “discouraging” the idling of waiting cars does not 

negate the added air pollution, especially with two schools on site.   

Reference #9.  Your proposed plan calls for stormwater from your site to be discharged to Laughing 

Jacob’s Creek.  This creek is a designated geologically hazardous area and spawning habitat for 

endangered Kokanee Salmon. Why is this intent not of environmental significance? 

Finally, there is no mention of the impact that 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave. S.E. will have 

on this already congested, main arterial road, as well as on other nearby roads and residential 

neighborhoods.     

For these reasons, and many more, the MDNS for this proposed project should be withdrawn.  Instead, a 
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Determination of Significance should be issued, and a full Environmental Impact Statement prepared 

before any further steps on this proposed project are considered.  

Thank you. 

Louise Weathers 

22483 SE 38th Terrace 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

P425-606-6518 

cc: cristinah@issaquahwa.gov; minnied@issaquahwa.gov; dpyle@sammamish.us; JElekes@sammamish.us; 

kmoran@sammamish.us 
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From: Ron Imhoff <r3025i@outlook.com>

Sent: Monday, August 23, 2021 11:57 AM

To: Issaquah Schoolboard

Cc: Cristina Haworth; Minnie Dhaliwal; Mayor; Mullins, Tom   AD-Staff; Lucy Sloman; Wally 

Bobkiewicz; kmoran@sammamish.us; cmalchow@sammamish.us; 

todell@sammamish.us; ktreen@sammamish.us; cross@sammamish.us; 

kgamblin@sammamish.us; pstuart@sammamish.us; dpyle@sammamish.us

Subject: Why an elementary school should not be placed on the Providence Heights property: 

To the Issaquah School Board: 

Some reasons why a new elementary school should not be placed on the Providence Heights property: 

1. The school is being squeezed on to the site and so has to sacrifice outdoor recreation space to fit

2. The school is being placed in the back corner of the site and is not conducive for elementary students

to walk to it

3. There are few to no elementary students close to that site, since it is surrounded on 3 sides by senior

housing and assisted living facilities

4. Even with the planned added sidewalks in front of the property, the houses nearest the property are in 

an area with no sidewalks

5. Any elementary students planning to bike to school would have to ride on a very busy arterial in front

of the school

6. Adding the elementary school to that site means that the high school has to sacrifice services and fields 

to accommodate the elementary school

7. If the aim of the school site is to preserve the natural environment, then the elementary school defeats 

that goal since the area seems to be primarily impervious surfaces

8. 228th Ave SE north of the property needs major upgrades to support vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian

traffic.  There is no safe way for pedestrians or bicycles to get from Issaquah-Pine Lake Road and the

adjacent neighborhoods to the school site.

For the sake of the students and the environment, please don't place the elementary school on that site. 

Thank you for considering. 

Ron Imhoff 

3935 226th Place SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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From: Mullaney, Patrick J. <patrick.mullaney@stoel.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 12:47 PM

To: mullins@issaquah.wednet.edu; SEPAComments@issaquah.webnet.edu

Cc: Cristina Haworth

Subject: Bellewood--Issaquah School District Comment Letter(113550018.1) (002).pdf [SR-

ACTIVE.FID2676630]

Attachments: Bellewood--Issaquah School District Comment Letter(113550018.1) (002).pdf

Dear Mr. Mullins:  I am resending Bellewood’s SEPA comment letter in a reduced pdf size, as it appears that the original 

file size was too large for the District’s system.  Please confirm receipt. 

Sincerely, 

Patrick Mullaney 

Patrick J. Mullaney | Of Counsel 

STOEL RIVES LLP | 600 University Street, Suite 3600 | Seattle, WA 98101 

Direct: (206) 386-7532 | Mobile: (206) 612-7744 

patrick.mullaney@stoel.com | Bio | vCard | www.stoel.com 

To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

This email may contain material that is confidential, privileged, and/or attorney work product for the sole use of the intended 

recipient. Any unauthorized review, use, or distribution is prohibited and may be unlawful. 
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Patrick J. Mullaney
600 University Street, Suite 3600

Seattle, WA  98101
D. 206.386.7532

patrick.mullaney@stoel.com

December 23, 2021

VIA EMAIL AND FIRST-CLASS MAIL

Ms. Cristina Haworth, Planning Consultant
City of Issaquah Community Planning and Development 
Dept.
P.O. Box 1307
Issaquah, WA 98027
cristinah@issaquahwa.gov

Issaquah School District 
Mr. Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects
5150 220th Avenue SE
Issaquah, WA 98029
mullins@issaquah.wednet.edu
SEPAComments@issaquah.webnet.edu

Re: SEPA MDNS Issaquah School Dist. High School #4 and Elementary School #17 
Comment Letter 

Dear Ms. Haworth and Mr. Mullins:

We write behalf of Bellewood, a senior housing community located at 3710 Providence 
Point Drive S.E, regarding the District’s recently re-issued MDNS.  As stated in Bellewood’s 
previous comment letters, Bellewood has been serving the citizens of Issaquah for over 34 years 
and is currently home to approximately 150 residents.  Bellewood’s residents range in age from 
74 to 99, with an average age of 84. 

A. SEPA Comments

Bellewood does not oppose the construction of the  Issaquah School District’s High 
School #4 and Elementary School #17 project (“Project”), provided that the District provides 
adequate mitigation to neighboring land uses, including Bellewood.  

Bellewood supports MDNS Condition #45, which prohibits “a public address or similar 
noise amplification system” on the proposed baseball and softball fields.  Bellewood requests that 
the District’s proposed post-construction noise studies include an analysis of interior and exterior 
noise levels at the Bellewood residential units facing the Project site.  

mailto:cristinah@issaquahwa.gov
mailto:mullins@issaquah.wednet.edu
mailto:SEPAComments@issaquah.webnet.edu
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Bellewood also requests that the District re-word MDNS Condition #60 which currently 
provides: “No lighting shall be installed at the baseball/softball fields.”1  This wording is 
unnecessarily ambiguous about whether lighting may be installed in the future.  Bellewood 
requests Condition #60 be rewritten to mirror the language in Condition #45 regarding sound 
amplification:  “Lighting is prohibited at the baseball and softball fields.”   

Bellewood remains concerned about the lack of adequate mitigation for the Project’s 
aesthetic design, construction, scale, and visual impacts.  In the MDNS, the District states that the 
zoning enacted by the Issaquah City Council was designed to ensure that the Project addressed 
impacts on neighboring land uses:

Under the IMC, CF zoning standards are designed so that CF-F uses will be 
compatible with existing uses in the vicinity. Specifically, the IMC envisions 
that CF uses will be subject to “general standards regarding aesthetics, 
height, and other development standards for community facilities which 
ensure compatibility of design, construction and scale, and minimize the 
impact of these facilities on surrounding uses.” IMC 18.06.090.A. IMC 
18.07.480 reiterates that the purpose and intent of the CF zone is to ensure 
compatibility of land uses and minimize the impact of public facilities on 
surrounding uses. IMC 18.07.480.A.1. Public schools in particular are subject to 
certain development standards, including floor area ratio, height, side and rear 
setbacks, build-to-line, and maximum impervious surface. See IMC 
18.07.480.E.2.a; IMC Table 18.07.480. Moreover, the CF-F zone is considered a 
“less intensive district” than SF-SL (IMC 18.04.100-4).

MDNS, pg. 2 (emphasis added).

Unfortunately, the District’s current plan for the Project falls well short of these laudable 
standards.  Likewise, MDNS Condition #2 appears intended to buffer neighboring uses, but in 
practice will not do so in relation to Bellewood:

2.  Provide vegetated buffer along the north and west boundaries of the project. 
This buffer area to have an average width of no less than 70-feet and to be no less 
than 25-feet in any location. Existing vegetation should be used to the maximum 
extent possible and disturbed areas replanted with native vegetation. 

1 See also MDNS Condition #56, which states that “TFWB’s Engineer’s lighting plan and photometrics project 
proposes lights for the roadways, pedestrian areas, parking lots, tennis courts, and athletic field but does not include 
any lighting of the baseball or softball fields.”  This condition should be modified to include the following phrase-
but does not include any lighting of the baseball or softball fields, which is prohibited as a condition of this MDNS.
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As shown on Figure 1 following this letter, the immediate problem with the District’s 
proposed “vegetated buffer” is that it eliminates all the good or exceptional trees near Bellewood 
and leaves only those that the District’s own arborist rates as “fair” or “poor.”  

Bellewood’s experts have reviewed the District’s tree retention plan and concluded that it 
will fail for five reasons:  1) the District is starting with fair and poor trees; 2) the District is 
proposing to construct its ballfield in very close proximity to the trees it is planning to save, 
leading to construction-related compaction of the trees’ critical root zones; 3) the ballfields will 
alter existing groundwater hydrology leading to a future lack of hydrologic support, and no 
irrigation system is proposed in the plans that Bellewood’s experts have reviewed; 4) the removal 
of the majority of the existing forest will lead to increased wind damage to the remaining trees; 
and 5) the buffer area is simply too small and lacking in appropriate landscape material to provide 
an actual vegetative buffer that will screen the Project’s visual and aesthetic impacts from the 
adjacent Bellewood residential units.

As shown on Figure 2 following this letter, Bellewood’s experts are prepared to opine that 
that within five years the remaining fair and poor trees in the District’s mitigation plan will die 
off, leaving Bellewood with an unmitigated view of the District’s proposed ballfield retaining 
wall, which is planned to be constructed very near Bellewood’s property line and residences.  The 
District’s MDNS Condition #2 does not meaningfully address this impact as the “average buffer 
width” will not apply to wall’s proximity to Bellewood’s property line .  As currently planned, 
the ballfield retaining wall is nearly 40-feet high in places and will be readily visible from both 
Bellewood’s property and cars travelling along 228th Street.

To address these issues, Bellewood’s experts have examined the District’s plans and 
proposed mitigation that is both reasonable and capable of being accomplished.  This mitigation 
is depicted on Figure 3 and calls for the following:

 Lowering the grade of the proposed baseball field by approximately 11 feet, which 
would reduce the proposed retaining wall height to approximately 26 feet.  This 
change could be accomplished merely by rebalancing the planned ballfield 
retaining walls and would not affect the entrance drive or other elements of the 
District’s development plan.  

 Articulating the baseball field retaining wall to allow for plantings and to break up 
its massing.  Such articulation is a common design technique that is often 
employed to break up otherwise monolithic facades on large buildings and other 
structures.  

 Tiering the ballfield retaining wall, which would provide additional an area for 
new plantings to screen the wall. 

 Removing the existing stand of sub-par trees and underbrush and installing 
irrigation and a multi-layered landscaping pallet to truly screen the ballfield wall.
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As shown on Figure 4 (current Project design) and Figure 5 (alternative Project design), 
Bellewood’s proposed mitigation would also significantly improve the aesthetics for pedestrians, 
bicyclists, and drivers travelling along 228th Street.  

As Bellewood explained in its previous comment letters, Bellewood’s senior resident 
population is a particularly sensitive land use.  Ensuring an aesthetically attractive natural 
environment is a critical component of senior mental health and has been shown to improve illness 
recovery times.2    

A basic purpose of SEPA is to require that local governments consider environmental and 
ecological factors to the fullest extent when taking “major actions significantly affecting the 
quality of the environment.”3  Here, SEPA requires that the District take a reasoned look at the 
probable, significant adverse impacts of its Project on Bellewood’s property and community.4  

SEPA’s ‘action-forcing’ procedures are designed to ensure that government agencies 
conscientiously and systemically consider environmental values and consequences in their 
decision-making processes.5  SEPA’s policies of full disclosure and consideration of 
environmental values apply to the District and require the District to duly consider environmental 
factors before a threshold determination of non-significance can be made.6  

Here, the District should either add Bellewood’s proposed mitigation to its MDNS 
conditions or withdraw the MDNS in favor of a limited scope EIS that includes an actual analysis 
of Project impacts on surrounding residential land uses, including Bellewood’s senior community, 
and examines mitigating alternatives to the District’s currently proposed design.  

Finally, Bellewood objects to the District’s proposed SEPA procedures.  In the MDNS, 
the District states that there is no agency appeal of the MDNS, and that judicial appeals are 
governed by RCW 43.21C.075.  RCW 43.21C.075(1) requires that “any appeal brought under 
this chapter shall be linked to a specific governmental action.”  This statute also provides that 
SEPA “is not intended to create a cause of action unrelated to a specific governmental action, 

2 See e.g., Kardan, Gozdyra, Moola, Palmer, Paus and Berman:  Neighborhood Greenspace and Health in a Large 
Urban Center, 5 Scientific Reports 11610 (2015): Ryan, Weinstein, Bernstien, Brown, Mistretta, Gagne:  Vitalizing 
Effects of Being Outdoors and In Nature, 30 Journal of Env. Psychology 2, pp. 159-168 (2010); James, Hart, Banay, 
Laden:  Exposure to Greenness and Mortality in a Nationwide Prospective Cohort Study of Women, 124 Env. Health 
Perspectives 9 (2016); Jo, Song, Miyazaki: Physiological Benefits of Viewing Nature, A Systematic Review of Indoor 
Experiments, 16 Int. J. Env. Res. Public Health 23 (2019);  and Franklin:  How Hospital Gardens Help Patients Heal 
(2010) https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/nature-that-nurtures/ 
3 Lassila v. City of Wenatchee, 89 Wn.2d 804, 813, 572 P.2d 54 (1978).
4 RCW 43.21C.030(c).
5 RCW 43.21C.030; Richard L. Settle, The Washington State Environmental Policy Act, A Legal and Policy Analysis, 
§ 3.01[2], p. 3-4 (2017 Ed.) (hereinafter “SEPA Deskbook”).
6 Juanita Bay Valley Community Ass’n v. City of Kirkland, 9 Wn. App. 59, 65, 510 P.2d 1140, 1149 (1973); Gardner 
v. Pierce Cty. Bd. of Comm’rs, 27 Wn. App. 241, 245, 617 P.2d 743, 746 (1980).

https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/nature-that-nurtures/
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such that SEPA appeals “shall be of the governmental action together with its accompanying 
environmental determinations.”  RCW 43.21C.075(2); see also RCW 43.21C.075(6)(c).   

It is unfortunate that the District has decided to cast itself into the dual roles of SEPA lead 
agency and Project applicant, which precludes unbiased third-party review and analysis and at 
the very least raises questions about which hat the District will be wearing when it considers the 
legitimate concerns raised by impacted neighboring property owners and other effected parties. 

In addition, by divorcing the SEPA appeal procedures from the land use permits that will 
be issued by the City of Issaquah, the District’s process appears to violate RCW 43.21C.075 and 
WAC 197-11-680(4)(a-c), the latter of which provides that SEPA “contemplates a single lawsuit” 
and that if there is a time limit established by statute or ordinance for appealing the underlying 
government action “then appeals (or portions thereof) raising SEPA issues must be filed within 
such time period.”  

As noted land use commentator Richard L. Settle has stated in his treatise on SEPA:

The statutory requirement of linkage between SEPA claims and the government 
action subject to SEPA is absolute and requires dismissal of a SEPA lawsuit that is 
not linked with judicial review of the underlying action. Close reading of the statute 
and its legislative history reveal several purposes of the linkage requirement: to 
preclude judicial review of SEPA compliance before an agency has taken final 
action on a proposal; to foreclose multiple lawsuits challenging a single agency 
action; and to deny the existence of “orphan” SEPA claims unrelated to any 
government action.

Richard L. Settle: 1 Washington State Environmental Policy Act § 20.01 (2021).

Here, the District’s bifurcated SEPA process appears to create an impermissible orphan 
SEPA appeal, because the 21-day Land Use Petition Act (Ch. 36.70C RCW) appeal period on the 
District’s SEPA decision is likely to run before the Issaquah Development Commission and City 
Council have completed their respective reviews of the District’s land use permits and issued a 
final, appealable land use decision.  Thus, to avoid confusion regarding the appeals process that 
the District intends to follow, the District should clearly articulate the process for those interested 
in seeking further review of the District’s SEPA determination and land use permits.  

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments on the reissued MDNS.  As 
always, Bellewood remains open to discussions with the District on ways to reduce the Project’s 
impacts on Bellewood’s property and residents.

Sincerely,

Patrick J. Mullaney via e-signature

Patrick J. Mullaney

cc: Client
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Figure 1:  Tree Removal and Preservation Map (Red “X” shows tree to be removed, red 
circle poor tree to be retained, yellow circle fair tree to be retained)
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Figure 2: Modelling Based on the District’s Plan and Bellewood’s Landscape Architect’s 
Assessment of Likely Surviving Landscaping Five Years Post-Construction
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Figure 3:  Proposed Alternative Design That Includes Lowering of the Ballfield Retaining 
Wall, Tiering the Wall, Adding Articulation and Vegetation to the Wall, and 
Relandscaping the Area With Attractive, Survivable Landscaping
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Figure 4:  Current Project Design as Viewed from 228th Street Based Upon Bellewood’s 
Projection of Surviving Landscaping Five Years Post-Construction
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Figure 5:  Alternative Design with Tiered Wall and Additional Landscaping as Viewed 
from 228th Street
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1

Sierra Carson

From: Carol Cohoe <Carol@aramburu-eustis.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 3:27 PM

To: Cristina Haworth; Lucy Sloman

Subject: FW: Comments on Revised MDNS for HS4/EL17

Attachments: APPX A - ISD News Release 11-24-21 EL17-page.pdf; APPX B - ISD HS4-ES17 Contract 

SEPA Official 10-18-2021.pdf; APPX C - MDNS condition review.pdf; APPX D - 20210824 

PPUA SEPA Comments.pdf; APPX E - Sammamish_ISD_Prov.Hts_SEPA_MDNS_Comment_

08_24_2021_Revd.pdf; APPX F - Issaquah FINAL SEPA MDNS Comments_2021-0824.pdf; 

PPUA Comment ISD RMDNS 12-23.pdf

Cristina and Lucy, this forward includes the signed PDF letter. 
Carol 

From: Carol Cohoe  

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 3:26 PM 

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Cc: •Tom Mullins AD-Staff <MullinsT@issaquah.wednet.edu>; Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com>; Cynthia 

Wirtz (cynthia@provpoint.com) <cynthia@provpoint.com> 

Subject: FW: Comments on Revised MDNS for HS4/EL17 

These comments were submitted earlier today directly to Mr. Mullins email and to Mr. Schipanski c/o Mr. 
Thiele, and are forwarded for submission to the SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu email address 
specifically noted at the 12th page of the SEPA MNS reissued by Mr. Schipanski on December 9, 2021, with a 
PDF copy of the comment letter.  

From: Carol Cohoe  

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 1:14 PM 

To: thieler@issaquah.wednet.edu; •Tom Mullins AD-Staff <MullinsT@issaquah.wednet.edu> 

Cc: Denise.Stiffarm@pacificalawgroup.com; Rick Aramburu <Rick@aramburu-eustis.com>; David Pyle 

(DPyle@sammamish.us) <dpyle@sammamish.us>; kmoran@sammamish.us; Cristina Haworth 

<cristinah@issaquahwa.gov>; Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; Cynthia Wirtz (cynthia@provpoint.com) 

<cynthia@provpoint.com> 

Subject: Comments on Revised MDNS for HS4/EL17 

This comment letter and attachments are directed to Mr. Richard Schipanski c/o Ron Thiele and to Mr. Tom 
Mullins at Issaquah School District in regard to the Revised MDNS issued by Mr. Schipanski on December 9, 
2021; please accept these comments for review and for the record. 

Carol Cohoe 
Legal Assistant 
Law Offices of J. Richard Aramburu, PLLC 
Please “REPLY ALL” to ensure that Mr. Aramburu also receives your response. 

705 Second Ave Suite 1300 
Seattle, WA 98104-1797 
Telephone (206) 625-9515 Facsimile (206) 682-1376 
This message may be protected by the attorney-client and/or work product privilege. If you received this message in error please notify 
us and destroy the message. Thank you. 
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PERSONAL SERVICES CONTRACT
SEPA RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL SERVICES

THIS CONTRACT (the "Agreement" or "Contract") is made and entered into by and
between ISSAQUAH SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 4ll, a political subdivision of the State of
Washington (the "District"), and EA ENGINEERING, SCIENCE, AND TECHNOLOGY, INC.,
PBC, licensed in Washington as a foreign profit corporation ("EA") (collectively, the "Parties").

WHEREAS, the District has adopted Regulation 6890, State Environmental Policy Act
Compliance, consistent with and to impllment chapter 43.2\CRCW and chapter 197-11 WAC (the
"SEPA Laws"); and

WHEREAS, consistent with the SEPA Laws, the District acts as Lead Agency for certain
project and nonproject actions initiated by the District; and

WHEREAS, Section 3 of Regulation 6890 designates the District's Superintendent or hislher
designee as the District's SEPA Responsible Official, and adopts by reference the definition of
Responsible Official in WAC 197-lI-788 and the designation of the Responsible Official set forth
in WAC 197-11-910; and

WHEREAS, EA provides professional environmental, compliance, natural resources and
infrastructure engineering and management solutions to a wide range of public and private sector
clients across the State of Washington and nationally; and

WHEREAS, EA regularly advises public entities on both project and nonproject land use
planning actions;

WHEREAS, EA's Manager of Planning and Environmental Review, Rich Schipanski, has
over thirty years of land use assessment, environmental analysis, permitting, and project
management/coordination experience for a wide range of public and private sector projects; and

WHEREAS, a significant portion of Rich Schipanski's work includes assisting SEPA lead
agencies in the environmental review process including advising as to the SEPA Threshold
Determination and preparing SEPA compliance documents; and

WHEREAS, the District desires to contract with EA, with Rich Schipanski as its primary
contact, to perform SEPA Responsible Official duties for the District's High School No. 4 and
Elementary No. l7 project (the "school Project"); and

WHEREAS, the District and EA desire to enter into this Agreement for the District to retain
and EA to provide professional services including delegated authority, advice, technical analysis,
recommendations, and opinions as further described herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, the District and EA agree as follows:

SEPA Responsible Official
Services Contract
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I. Scope ofservices. EA agrees to provide professional planning services related to the

School Project as the contracted and designated SEPA Responsible Official. EA's performance of
such SEPA Responsible Official services shall include without limitation working with District
staff, legal counsel, and the various consultants contacted by the District or the School Project

architect to provide professional discipline services in the planning and design of the School Project,

all in a manner to be informed and to make threshold determinations including mitigating measures

as applicable, supervise scoping and preparation of any required environmental impact statements,

and perform any and all other functions assigned to the "lead agency" or the "responsible official"
by those sections of the SEPA Laws adopted by reference in Regulation 6890 (collectively, the

"services"). Without limiting the foregoing, EA understands and agrees that the Services may

include participating in litigation relating to the School Project including defense of the SEPA

Responsible Official's duties and the threshold determination.

For purposes of the School Project, the Superintendent hereby formally designates EA,

acting by and through Rich Schipanski, as the District's SEPA Responsible Offlrcial as of the

Effective Date.

The District may, from time to time, request EA's services as SEPA Responsible Official for
other project or nonproject actions for which the District is lead agency. Any such request shall be

formalized in a written amendment to this Agreement.

il. Term of Agreement. EA shall provide the Services commencing on the Effective

Date and continuing thereafter through October 30,2024 (the "Term") unless this Agreement is

terminated earlier as provided herein; provided that, the Parties may mutually agree to extend the

Term by written amendment to this Agreement.

ilI Renortins and Manasement of A Resnonsible Official Services. For purpose of
performing under this Agreement, EA shall be responsible to the Superintendent, who at all times

retains the right to control the details of EA's work in providing the Services. The Superintendent

shall be responsible for monitoring EA's performance to ensure compliance with all provisions

under this Agreement and for authorizing all work.

ry. Performance Standards; Subcontracting. EA's Services shall be performed in
accordance with generally accepted professional standards and the terms and conditions of this

Agreement. The Services shall be performed in a time-sensitive and discrete manner. EA shall be

solely responsible for the safety of its own personnel, equipment, agents, independent contractots,

and subcontractors, and shall be solely responsible for general public health, safety, and welfare

related to or arising from its acts or omissions. EA understands and agrees that it shall abide by all
federal, state, and local laws and requirements, including without limitation those related to the

SEPA Laws and Regulation 6890. Notwithstanding any term contained herein, EA shall not use

subcontractors to perform any portion of the Services unless written approval is provided by the

District, and in no case may the role of SEPA Responsible Official be performed by a subcontractor.

In the event that any subcontractor is so approved, the subcontractor shall be deemed an agent of EA
for all purposes hereunder.

V. Independent Contractor. This Agreement is entered into by the Parties with the

SEPA Responsible Official
Services Contract
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understanding that EA is entering into this Agreement as an independent contractor and the
Agreement is not subject to fringe benefits or withholding of any kind. Although EA remains at all
times an independent contractor of the District, the Parties further understand that in providing the
Services under this Agreement, EA is serving as the designated SEPA Responsible Official and
performing services that otherwise would have been performed by a District officer or employee.
Thus, this Agreement is further entered into by the Parties with the understanding that, in
performing the Services, EA is serving as a functional equivalent of a District employee and as an
agent of the District. All terms and conditions governing this Agreement are contained within this
written Agreement and the Exhibit(s) attached hereto and there are no other conditions, oral or
written, which have been made by either party in connection with this Agreement.

VI. Compensation.

A. EA shall bill on an hourly basis for the Services performed hereunder, using the
billing rates identified in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference. bn a
monthly basis, EA shall provide the District with a detailed invoice of Services performed in the
prior month. The District shall, upon receipt and verification, process invoices for payment within
thirty (30) days of receipt. The District shall not be required to pay any other amount for the
Services.

B. EA shall be responsible and liable for any and all federal, state and local income and
excise taxes due on the part of EA as a result of EA's performance under this Agreement. EA agrees
to provide the District with EA's Federal Tax Identification Number and Washington Business
License Number. EA also agrees to be responsible for collection and remittance of any applicable
sales taxes due on the part of EA to the Washington Department of Revenue as a resulf of EA's
performance of this Agreement. EA shall maintain its own workers' compensation coverage. The
District shall not be responsible for any workers' compensation maintenance or coverage ..lated to
EA or any of its agents, servants, students, employees or volunteers.

VII. and

A. All data, reports, deliverables of any kind, and/or work products shared or created as
a result of the performance of this Agreement shall be considered the sole property of the District.
All information gathered, compiled, or reviewed by EA, shall be considered proprietary information
of the District. EA shall at all times keep District proprietary information strictly confidential. No
reports, information, or data shall be published, disseminated, divulged, or otherwise made available
to outside third parties without written permission from the District's Superintendent. Without
limiting the foregoing, the District shall have access to and, upon request, copies of all records,
including electronic files, of EA related to the Services.

B. In the event the District learns of circumstances leading to an increased likelihood of
litigation regarding any matter where the records kept by EA pursuant to this Agreement may be of
evidentiary value, the District may issue written notice to EA of such circumstance and direct EA to
"hold" such records. In the event EA receives such written notice, EA shall abide by all directions
therein whether or not such written notice is received at a time when a contract between the District
and EA is in force.

SEPA Responsible Offrcial
Services Contract
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C. EA acknowledges that the District a governmental entity and as such is subject to

the requirementsof the Public Records Act, chapter 42.56 RCW. Accordingly, EA understands that

to the extent a proper request is made, the District may be required by virtue of the Act to disclose

any records actually in its possession or deemed by judicial determination to be in its possession,

which may include records provided to the District by EA that EA might regard as confidential or

proprietary. To the extent that EA provides any records to the District that it reasonably believes or

regards as confidential or proprietary, it agrees to conspicuously mark the records as such. EA also

hereby waives any and all claims or causes of action for any injury it may suffer by virtue of the

District's release of records covered by the Public Records Act. The District agrees to take all

reasonable steps to notifr EA in a timely fashion of any request made under the Public Records Act
which will require disclosure of any records marked by EA as confidential or proprietary, so that EA
may seek a judicial order of protection if necessary.

D. EA shall keep all records required by this Agreement for six (6) years after

termination of this Agreement for audit purposes.

VIII. Termination. The District shall have the right to unilaterally terminate this

Agreement without cause with thirty (30) days' notice. In the event of such a termination, the

District shall pay EA based on Services completed prior to the date of termination, using the fees

specified in Exhibit A.

The District may immediately terminate this Agreement for cause, which shall include EA's failure

to comply with the terms of this Agreement, EA's failure to perform under this Agreement, and

EA's engagement in illegal or similarly prohibited activity in any way related to the performance of
this Agreement. In the case of termination for cause, the District will compensate EA for work

satisfactorily completed, as determined by the District in its sole discretion, up to the date of notice

of termination. Upon receiving notice of termination for cause, EA shall cease immediately from

undertaking any further performance under this Agreement. Any expenses or obligations incurred

after EA's receipt of notice of termination for cause will be the sole responsibility of EA

No termination by the District, whether for cause or as otherwise described herein, shall entitle EA

to recover for any lost or anticipated profit for services. EA, upon termination by the District, shall

only be entitled to recover for actual costs of Services completed at the time of termination. Upon

termination, EA shall transfer all information, reports, and datarelated to or regarding the District or

the School Project to the District's Superintendent.

IX. Insurance. Prior to the commencement of this Agreement, and throughout the entire

term of this Agreement, EA shall procure and maintain the insurance described below. Such

insurance shall be in a form and with insurers acceptable to the District and shall comply with the

following minimum requirements.

A. EA shall maintain Professional Liability Insurance or Professional Errors and

Omissions coverage appropriate to EA's profession and shall be written subject to limits of not

less than $1,000,000 per occurrence, loss or person. If the policy contains a general aggregate or
policy limit, it shall be at least two times the incident, loss or person limit. The coverage shall apply

SEPA Responsible Official
Services Contract
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to liability for a professional error, act or omission arising out of the scope of EA's Services defined
in this Contract. Coverage shall not exclude bodily injury or property damage. Coverage shall not
exclude hazards related to the work rendered as part of EA;s Servi..rot within the scope of
EA's Services as defined herein. The policy shall state that coverage is claims made, and state the
retroactive date. EA is also required to buy thi*r made professionil liability insurance for a period
of 36 months after completion of the Services, which can be satisfied by the continuous purchase of
the above-referenced insurance for an extended reporting period.

B. EA shall obtain and maintain a commercial general liability insurance policy with
reputable insurers reasonably acceptable to the District with policy limits of not less than $1,000,000
each occurrence for bodily injury and $1,000,000 each occunence for damage to property, or,
alternatively, $2,000,000 combined single limit each occuffence for bodily injury and- property
damage combined. The policy shall be the "occurrence" form and shall inciude coverag" fot
premises and operations, contractual liability (including insurable contractual liability assumed in
this Agreement), broad form property damage, and products and completed operations.

C. If licensed vehicles will be used by EA during the term of this Agreement, and at all
times when such vehicles are operated on the District's property, or on behalf of the District, EA
shall maintain automobile liability insurance covering all owned (if any), rented, and non-owned
vehicles with policy limits of not less than $1,000,000 combined single limit for bodily injury and
property damage combined, or, if limits are obtained on a per person and per accident basis, not less
than $1,000,000 per person and per accident for bodily injury, and f500,000 per accident for
property damage.

D. EA shall at all times comply fully with applicable workers' compensation,
occupational disease, and occupational health and safety laws, statutes, and regulations, if any. Such
workers' compensation and occupational disease requirements shall include coverage for all
employees of EA suffering bodily injury (including death) by accident or disease, whicharises out
of or in connection with the performance of this Agreement by EA. Except to the extent prohibited
by law, EA's program(s) for compliance with workers'compensation and occupational disease laws,
statutes, and regulations shall provide for a full waiver of rights of subrogation against the District,
its subsidiaries, officers, and employees.

If EA fails to effect and maintain a program of compliance with applicable workers'
compensation and occupational disease laws, statutes, and regulations, and the District incurs
liability or fines or is required by law to provide benefits to such employees or to obtain coverage
for such employees, EA shall indemnify the District for such fines, payment of benefits to EA's
employees or their heirs or legal representatives, and/or the cost of effecting coverage on behalf of
such employees. Any amount owed to the District by EA pursuant to this indernnity may be
deducted from any payments owed by the District to EA for performance of the Agreemeni.

E. The following general requirements shall be applicable to all coverages referenced in
this Section IX:

(1) The above-referenced insurance policies shall be primary and not contributory to
any insurance or program of self-insurance maintained by the District.

SEPA Responsible Official
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(2) Any deductible or retention in excess of $25,000 per occurrence or accident
under any of the above required coverages shall be subject to the approval of the District prior to the

commencement of the Agreement.

(3) All Ceductibles and premiums associated with the above coverages shall be the

responsibility of EA

(4) The above referenced insurance limits shall not in any way limit the liability
of EA or the liability of any EA subcontractor during their performance under this Agreement.
Where any subcontractor is retained by EA as may be authorized by the District in writing, EA shall
either require such subcontractor to assume the same insurance obligations on behalf of the District
as are required of EA herein, or extend its insurance to cover any subcontractor retained by EA.

F. Prior to the inception of this Agreement, EA shall provide to the District certificates
of insurance with endorsements attached evidencing full compliance with the insurance

requirements contained herein. Such certificates shall be kept current throughout the entire period

of the Agreement, and shall provide that the carrier will endeavor to provide at least thirty (30) days

advance notice to the District if the coverage is to be canceled or materially altered so as not to
comply with the foregoing requirements. Where such insurance is to waive rights of subrogation,
the certificate shall expressly reflect in writing the insurers' acceptance of such requirements.

Failure by EA to furnish certificates of insurance with endorsements attached or failure by the

District to request the same shall not constitute a waiver by the District of the insurance

requirements set forth herein. In the event of such failure on the part of EA, the District expressly
reserves the right to enforce these requirements.

X. Hold Harmless. EA agrees to hold harmless, pay the defense costs of and indemnify
the District, and its directors, officers, and employees, from and against any and all claims, suits,

actions, proceedings, or liabilities of any kind, including reasonable attorney's fees and expenses

associated therewith or with successfully establishing the right to indemnification hereunder, for
bodily injury or death to any person (and including specifically bodily injury or death to any
employee of EA or any subcontractor thereof), or damage to property of any person that arises out
of or is in any way connected with the work to be performed under this Agreement, except to the

comparative extent such claims, suits, actions, proceedings or liabilities result from the negligence
or willful acts of the District.

EA shall further hold harmless, pay the defense costs of and indemnifr the District from and against

any and all suits, claims, actions, or liabilities whatsoever, including reasonable attorney's fees and

expenses incurred in connection therewith or with successfully establishing the right to
indemnification hereunder, which arises out of the breach or default by EA in the performance of
any obligation to be fulfilled by EA under this Agreement, except to the comparative extent such

claims, suits, actions, proceedings or liabilities result from the negligence or willful acts of the

District.

The indemnities set forth in this Section X shall survive and shall be enforceable beyond the

termination or completion of this Agreement.
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XI. Dispute Resolution. In the event any dispute regarding this Agreement cannot be
resolved by informal methods, then prior to commencing litigation or taking any administrative
action, the aggrievedparty shall notifr the otherparty's representative in writing of tn" particulars
of the grievance, and the other party shall reply in writing within ten (10) working days, setting forth
its position and stating what, if any, action it will take with respect to the grievance. The aggiieved
party shall respond in writing, indicating its satisfaction or dissatisfaction, as the case may bi; in the
event the aggrieved party is dissatisfied, the Parties shall then meet in person and confer in good
faith to resolve their differences before litigation is commenced.

XII. Notice. All communication, notices, coordination, and other aspects of this
Agreement shall be managed by the Parties' representatives. Either party may change or substitute
its representative at any time during the term of this Agreement by proviOing written notice to the
other party.

District' s representative : EA's representative

Ron Thiele
Superintendent
Issaquah School District No. 411
5150 220th Ave SE
Issaquah, WA 98029
Phone: 425-837-7000
Email : thieler@issaquah.wednet.edu

Rich Schipanski
Manager, Planning and Environmental Review
EA Engineering
2200 6th Avenue, Suite 707
Seattle, WA 98121
Phone: 206-452-5345
Email : rschipanski@eaest. com

XIII. Miscellaneous.

A. This Agreement is not assignable or delegable without written consent from all
Parties.

B. This Agreement expresses the Parties' complete and integrated agreement and
understanding of the Agreement terms. Other terms, conditions, or duties, oral oi written, not
incorporated within this writing, will not be considered a part of the Parties' agreement and will be
ineffective.

C. This Agreement may not be amended or modified unless the Parties agree in a
separate writing, signed by both Parties, and the amendment is incorporated by reference as an
additional attachment to this Agreement.

D. This Agreement is made under and shall be governed by the laws of the State of
Washington. King County Superior Court shall have jurisdiction over any litigation arising under
this Agreement, and the venue for any such litigation shall be the King County Superior Court in
Seattle, Washington.

E. If a court of competent jurisdiction holds any part, term or provision of this
Agreement to be illegal, or invalid in whole or in part, the validity of the remaining provisions shall
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not be affected, and the Parties' rights and obligations shall be construed and enforced as if this
Agreement did not contain the particular provision held to be invalid.

F. This Agreement may be executed in counterparts, each of which shall be an original,
and all of which taken together, shall constitute the entire instrument. The Effective Date shall be

the date of the last signature below.

SIGNATURES FOLLOW

ISSAQUAH SCHOOL DISTzuCT NO. 411

Ron Thiele, Superintendent

Date: lO /tS / 2..ozl

EA ENGINEERING, SCIENCE, AND
TECHNOLOGY,INC., PBC

Tim McCormack, NW Operations Manager

Date:

Exhibit A: Billing Rates
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EXHIBIT A
EA BILLING RATES

Name Rate
Rich Planner VI $21s
Michele Planner IV $17s
Jeff Planner IV $140
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APPENDIX A

to Providence Point Comment Letter
December __, 2021

Issaquah School District Project 
“New Issaquah High School#4 and Elementary School #17" 

DETAILED ANALYSIS OF MITIGATION MEASURES

A revised MDNS (“RMDNS”) was issued on December 9, 2021, increasing from the 5
pages of the July 27, 2021 MDNS to 12 (though no page numbering is provided), mainly
through the addition of descriptive, narrative text without detail.

As shown in the table below, review of the RMDNS shows that many conditions listed in
the mitigation section are already legal requirements, which cannot be considered as
mitigation. Many depend on an action which might - or might not - be taken in the
future, and many are vague and undefined. 

Mitigation is Condition Number

Already a LEGAL requirement
    64  

1.2.3.4.5.6.8.9.10.11.12.13.14.15.16.18.19.2
0.21.22.24.25.26.27.28.29.32.33.34.35.36
.37.38.39.40.41.42.46.47.49.50.52.54.55.
56.57.58.59.60.62.63.64.65.66.67.68.69.
70.72.73.74.75.77.78.

Depends on FUTURE action
   45

1.2.3.4.6.7.8.9.10.11.13.14.15.16.17.18.19.2
1.22.23.24.26.28.29.31.35.36.41.42.43.44.
46.47.49.53.55.58.64.68.69.70.71.72.76.7
7.

VAGUE
   31 

1.3.4.5.6.7.9.10.13.15.21.22.23.24.26.28.2
9.35.40.41.42.47.49.53.54.55.58.64.68.76
.77.

There are 78 numbered “mitigations” or conditions.  Of those, approximately 82% are
already legal requirements and cannot legally be considered “mitigation measures,”
58% depend on an unguaranteed future action, and 40% are too vague to be enforced
as conditions.
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 LAW OFFICES OF J. RICHARD ARAMBURU PLLC

705 Second Avenue, Suite 1300 www.aramburulaw.com

Seattle, WA 98104-1797 www.aramburu-eustis.com

Telephone    206.625.9515

Facsimile      206.682.1376

August 24, 2021

Jacob Kuper, Chief of Finance and Operations 
Designated SEPA Responsible Official
Issaquah School District No. 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029

RE: MDNS for Providence Heights Schools proposal.

Dear Mr. Kuper:

This office has been retained by the Providence Point Umbrella Association (PPUA)
Board to provide comments on the Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance
(MDNS) issued by the Issaquah School District on July 27, 2021.  

In summary, the PPUA believes that the MDNS was issued in error, should be
withdrawn and a Determination of Significance (DS) issued together with scoping for an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

PPUA’s detailed comments follow. 

1. INTRODUCTION, PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND CRITERIA FOR
PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT.

Under the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) Rules and the Issaquah SEPA
Ordinance (IMC chapter 18-1), an EIS shall be prepared if the project will have a
probable significant adverse environmental impact. WAC 197-11-360(1). Under WAC
197-11-794, “significant as used in SEPA means a reasonable likelihood of more than a
moderate adverse impact on environmental quality.”

The District’s schools proposal is of such scale and magnitude, with multiple
adverse environmental impacts, that an EIS is necessary to comply with SEPA.  This
project consists of the following:

<40 acres devoted to schools use
<Buildings totaling 300,000 square feet
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August 24, 2021
Page 2

<Up to 2,567 students, 225 staff
<5,550 average vehicle trips per day; 1,304 trips in the morning peak hour, 862
in the afternoon traffic peak, and 476 “commuter” PM peak hour trips.
<All project traffic will use already congested roads
<910,000 square feet of impervious area, increasing stormwater runoff
<Removal of hundreds of trees from this currently forested parcel

As noted in the discussion below, there are multiple elements of the environment that
will be significantly and adversely impacted by the schools proposal, both by the
construction on the Providence Heights site and also by construction required on 228th
Ave. S.E., to provide access.

Over the past two years, PPUA has provided multiple comments on the overall
school/road intersection proposal.  Many of these comments address environmental
impacts and are relevant to whether the MDNS should be withdrawn.   A list of these
documents is attached(Attachment A) and hereby incorporated by reference. 

The threshold determination process is identified in WAC 197-11–330(3). Of
importance here is the recognition that “(c) Several marginal impacts when considered
together may result in a significant adverse impact[.]” While none of the environmental
impacts identified here are “marginal,” the cumulative number of impacted elements of
the environment are substantial, clearly indicating the need for an environmental impact
statement.

2.  HISTORY OF ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW.

The District originally prepared a site plan for this project on May 20, 2019. See
PRE19-000051RSite-and-Circulation-Plan2.pdf on Issaquah’s “Active Projects List”
(https://www.issaquahwa.gov/1309/Active-Projects), under ISSAQUAH HIGH SCHOOL
AND ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ON 228TH AVE SE, where new documents appear at the
top in bold and older toward the bottom of each listing.  On June 16, 2019 a “Project
Narrative” was presented to the City. See PRE19-000051RProject-Narrative2019-06-2.pdf.  The
site plan and project narrative have changed remarkably little in the 27 months since
first prepared and submitted. 

The original SEPA review was based on the characterization that the proposal
was a nonproject action and there were no present impacts to be reviewed.  At the time,
the District claimed it had not settled on plans for the site, though in the past two years,
the same basic project elements (building and circulation) and required roadway
improvements have not changed in any substantive manner. 

The SEPA review has now moved from the nonproject phase to review of a
detailed proposal.  The proposal creates multiple significant adverse environmental
impacts requiring preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS). 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



August 24, 2021
Page 3

3.  THE CITY OF ISSAQUAH IS THE LEAD AGENCY FOR THIS PROPOSAL. 

WAC 197-111-924 states “the first agency receiving an application for or
initiating a nonexempt proposed shall determine the lead agency for that proposal.”  In
the present case, the City of Issaquah received the application of the District for
approval of the rezone and designated itself as the lead agency with its Planning
Director Keith Niven as the SEPA responsible official.   See attached MDNS dated
September 13, 2019 (Attachment B).  The ISD submitted its “Project Narrative” for its
proposal on June 6, 2019. Significantly, because ISD is a public agency, it could have
been the lead agency for its proposed rezone and Comprehensive Plan amendment. 
However, when the City designated itself as “lead agency,” ISD posed no objection to
the City acting as the lead agency.  ISD’s Project Narrative indicated its plan for
construction of schools on the site, with the following “Program:”

Program: The 215,000 sf high school is designed to serve 1,400 students in
grades 9-12 and a new 73,000 sf elementary school serves 600 students in
grades K-5. The high school includes general use classrooms, library, commons,
food services, performing arts center, gymnasium with auxiliary gyms and
supporting administrative spaces. Elementary school includes general use
classrooms, commons, gymnasium, library, music and supporting administrative
spaces. 

At the same time, the District presented its “ISD Site Perspectives” showing its plan to
carry out its Program. See PRE19-00005, 1R Site Perspectives. 

The DNS issued by the City was appealed by PPUA to the Issaquah City
Council.  The Council denied the PPUA appeal on the grounds that the project review
was “phased” and the initial review was only for the first phase:   

The environmental review can be phased or tiered so SEPA compliance can be
done at each phase. A tiered review allows agencies and the public to focus on
issues that are ready for decision while excluding those already decided or not
yet ready. The sequence of a phased review must go from a broad to a narrow
scope.

Because the Council adopted a “phased review” approach, indicating environmental
review under SEPA had begun, and was ongoing, the lead agency for this appeal must
remain with the City and cannot be displaced by ISD. 

This result is consistent with the public interest.  This ISD schools proposal will
have significant impacts on residents of the cities of Issaquah and Sammamish and
environmental review should be objective and reviewed by these government entities.
The Issaquah School District is a special purpose district with the sole mission of
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August 24, 2021
Page 4

building schools. It is not the entity that should be making sensitive determinations
regarding environmental impacts. 

4.  THE “CONDITIONS” TO MITIGATE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS ARE
ILLUSORY AND WITHOUT SUBSTANCE.

Under the SEPA rules, an agency may enter a Determination of Nonsignificance
if the agency finds that a proposal will not have a significant, adverse impact on the
environment.  WAC 197-11-330.  As referenced in the SEPA rules at WAC 197-11-794:
“(1) "Significant" as used in SEPA means a reasonable likelihood of more than a
moderate adverse impact on environmental quality.” Conversely, if an agency
determines that a proposal does have a significant adverse impact on the environment,
then a Determination of Significance shall be entered and an EIS prepared.  WAC 197-
11-360 . 

On other occasions:

 “an applicant may ask the lead agency to indicate whether it is considering a
DS. If the lead agency indicates a DS is likely, the applicant may clarify or
change features of the proposal to mitigate the impacts which led the agency to
consider a DS likely. The applicant shall revise the environmental checklist as
may be necessary to describe the clarifications or changes. The lead agency
shall make its threshold determination based upon the changed or clarified
proposal.

WAC 197-11-350(2). The District’s SEPA rules in its Resolution 6890 make the District
Superintendent or his designee the SEPA responsible official.  See Section 3(2). 

In the present case, the District concedes in the MDNS that it is both the
“Proponent and Lead Agency.”  It is not even clear that different persons in the District
are playing the roles of applicant and lead agency.  Apparently as a result of the
Superintendent’s designation, the MDNS says the District’s “Chief of Finance and
Operations” is the SEPA responsible official.  Given that the finance and operations
chief has become the responsible official, it is likely there is no real distinction between
the regulator, with specific attention to protecting the environment, and the applicant,
intent upon constructing schools at the site.  Obviously, the District when wearing an 
“applicant/proponent” hat wants as few conditions as possible so that it can get on with
the construction of the schools with the fewest controls and regulations.  As Director of
Finance, Mr. Kuper, you would clearly want to reduce the cost of construction as much
as possible.

 In the present case, ISD has placed certain conditions or limitations on the
proposal to mitigate the impact to a level that it will not have an adverse environmental
impact.  These conditions or limitations are then set forth in the threshold determination
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August 24, 2021
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to become a “Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance” or MDNS.  WAC 197-11-
350.  Under the SEPA rules, these conditions become part of the proposal and are
enforceable by the lead agency.  These conditions must also be enforced by the Cities
under RCW 36.70B.160, which requires: (3) Each local government shall adopt
procedures to monitor and enforce permit decisions and conditions.

In the present situation, the lead agency (ISD) has determined that the proposal
of the applicant (also ISD) has significant impacts and has chosen to include with the
MDNS several pages of conditions. Even a cursory examination of these conditions
makes it obvious that the Chief of Finance and Operations, in his role as applicant, has
chosen conditions that are illusory, without substance and, because of their vagueness,
largely unenforceable.  As such, there are no real “mitigations” to support an MDNS and
thus a DS must be entered and an EIS prepared.1 

The so-called conditions in ISD’s MDNS fall into two categories: 1) an indication
that some condition or mitigation might be adopted in the future, and 2) conditions so
vague that they may be fairly characterized as aspirational only.  This lack of specificity
is particularly important here where ISD is both project proponent and the entity to
regulate and enforce these conditions.

For example, Condition 1 concerns the adoption of a “Construction Impact
Mitigation Plan” (CIMP).  There is no question that the construction of 300,000 square
feet of buildings, lengthy access roads, a large parking structure, and football fields and
grandstands involving a huge amount of earth movement, all across forty acres of
largely forested ground, will have dramatic and significant adverse environmental
impacts. The District correctly recognized the impacts were significant and would
require a DS.  Changing the project or adopting conditions to avoid adverse
environmental impacts is plainly required. 

However, ISD then fails to provide the necessary CIMP; instead, it says it “shall
prepare” one, which “shall address” items a through j.  All the ISD MDNS requires is
that a CIMP may be prepared in the future; there is not one now.  For example the
current ISD CIMP states that there may be a “f. Construction fencing plan and any
measures to secure the site;” obviously a concern for the Providence Point Retirement
Community, which shares a 3,100 boundary with the District’s school site.  Similarly,
Condition 1(b) says there will be “noise and vibration control measures for construction
activities,” but none exist now.  Also related to Providence Point is Condition 2 that
states ISD will: “Provide vegetated buffer along the north and west boundaries of the
project.  This buffer area to have average width of no less than 70-feet and be no less

1The City of Issaquah’s SEPA ordinance specifies that for an MDNS: “3. The
applicant’s proposed mitigation measures, clarifications, changes, or conditions must
be in writing and must be specific.  IMC 18.10.150.
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August 24, 2021
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than 25 feet in any location.”  But no plan for the buffer is provided and, with significant
parts of the Providence Point community along the south boundary, no plan to protect
that area. There is no analysis at all for conditions for the construction of the
intersection and other improvements on 228th Ave. S.E. to accommodate construction
traffic and its impacts with existing traffic.  Given 228th Ave. S.E. is a main entrance to
the City and has daily traffic volumes of 16,000 vehicles per day (2016), these are
major impacts. 

In short, most of the conditions are simply references to plans or measures to be
prepared in the future, leaving nothing for Providence Point or other members of the
public to comment on for the current MDNS.  There is no excuse for not having this
information prepared and available given the environmental checklist prepared on
August 28, 2019 (two years ago), in which the District indicated that “Specific project
impacts will be evaluated with project applications.” Another draft environmental
checklist was prepared by the District dated July 31, 2020.  

The course of conduct by the District demonstrates the failure to provide detail
for commenters on this MDNS and reflects the unwillingness of the District to be bound
by any enforceable rules.  Indeed, if the District does not follow the conditions, there are
no enforcement mechanisms discussed or set forth.  Having one department of the
District enforce conditions against another is unrealistic and there is no current
indication that the City of Issaquah is willing to enforce these conditions.

The MDNS does not meet legal requirements. It does not contain specific
conditions that would allow their enforcement at a later time.  

5. ISD CANNOT ASSUME COMPLIANCE WITH “STATE LAW” AND CITY OF
ISSAQUAH ORDINANCES. 

In the MDNS, it is stated that the ISD Responsible Official has determined that
an environmental impact statement is not required for its project. The Responsible
Official then goes on to say that this determination was made based on three items. 
The third is:

an assumption of compliance of the proposal with State law and the City of
Issaquah (as the permitting jurisdiction) ordinances related to general
environmental protection. 

No citation is made to the SEPA Rules, SEPA itself or the policies or regulations of the
City of Issaquah or the District. 

The “assumption of compliance” by its terms implies that commenters will
assume that City ordinances “related to general environmental protection” will be
complied with.  It is unclear what this clause means.  As described above, the
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conditions for purposes of supporting an MDNS must be specific modifications,
conditions or changes to a proposal.  There is nothing in the SEPA rules that permits a
determination that there is no probable significant adverse impact based on some
“assumption” that a proposal may comply with environmental ordinances into the
indefinite future.  Moreover, no provisions of Issaquah codes are set forth that may be
complied with.  The District’s Responsible Official errs in making a threshold
determination based on an assumption that laws may be complied with.  

Though not cited, the phrase found in the MDNS may be a clumsy attempt to
claim that RCW 43.21C.240 and WAC 197-11-660(1)(g) apply.  For several reasons,
they do not.

These provisions provide that a local government could determine that local
rules and regulations “provide adequate analysis of and mitigation for the specific
adverse impacts of the project under RCW 43.21C.240" and accordingly no additional
mitigation will be proposed.  But as a threshold matter, this provision applies only to a
Growth Management Act (GMA) county or city; there is no authority for a school district
to make such a determination.  Further, this section applies to mitigation for “the
specific adverse environmental impacts of the project action;” the Responsible Official’s
MDNS mentions not a single environmental impact and references ordinances related
to “general environmental projection.”  Reliance on future “assumption” that
environmental law will be complied with is not a valid condition for purposes of an
MDNS.  This is clear error requiring the preparation of an environmental impact
statement. 

6.  ISD DOES NOT HAVE SEPA SUBSTANTIVE AUTHORITY OVER
PERMITTING DECISIONS BY EITHER ISSAQUAH OR SAMMAMISH.

As noted above, the District says its determination was based on several
procedural factors, including the “assumption of compliance” with Issaquah general
environmental codes. An additional review factor is:

Issaquah School District Policy 6890, which provides the basis for exercise of
substantive authority under the Washington State Environmental Policy Act
(SEPA) pursuant to RCW 43.21c; . . . .

This apparent attempt to exercise substantive authority under SEPA is inappropriate
and reliance by the ISD on such authority renders void the MDNS.

To begin with, ISD is not the decision maker on the project. Under SEPA:

"Decision maker" means the agency official or officials who make the agency's
decision on a proposal. The decision maker and responsible official are not
necessarily synonymous, depending on the agency and its SEPA procedures.
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WAC 197-11-730.  The City of Issaquah is the entity that makes the decision for the
land use elements of the proposal; the City of Sammamish makes decisions on the
work proposed on 228th. In addition, the City of Issaquah has adopted procedures that
require the integration of SEPA with land use decisions:

18.10.090 Integration with permit and land use decision.
Under state law, the procedure for review of Project Permits shall be combined
with the environmental review process, both procedural and substantive. The
process under the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) and this chapter shall
integrate the following procedures, insofar as possible, with any applicable
process for decision-making on permit and land use applications:

A.    Staff review of the application under City codes and regulations and
the environmental review and determination thereon;

In addition, substantive authority must deal with specifics:

Mitigation measures shall be related to specific, adverse environmental impacts
clearly identified in an environmental document on the proposal and shall be
stated in writing by the decision maker. The decision maker shall cite the agency
SEPA policy that is the basis of any condition or denial under this chapter (for
proposals of applicants).

WAC 197-11-660(1)(b). There is no reference to any “specific” adverse impacts and no
citation to any SEPA policies (either those of the District, City of Issaquah or City of
Sammamish) in ISD’s MDNS.  

ISD is simply seeking cover for its attempt to hi-jack SEPA authority.  It has not
met any of the requirements to exercise substantive authority as a way to support its
MDNS.  

7.  FAILURE TO MEET NOTICE REQUIREMENTS.

PPUA has filed several objections with ISD over the content of its public notice
for the MDNS. In particular, the objections related to the failure to include a site plan for
the work proposed at the schools site or improvements on 228th Ave. S.E., including
the intersection rebuild at S.E. 40th and 228th Ave. S.E.    These objections are found in
several emails to the District which are incorporated by reference.  The failure to follow
requirements for notice makes the MDNS invalid.

8. REFERENCE TO OPTIONS IS NOT A SUITABLE MITIGATION CONDITION.

MDNS condition 24, page 4, says that there will be “capacity improvements at
S.E. 40th Street/ 228th Ave. S.E. to be either of the following options.”  No plans for
either of these options is provided in the MDNS.  
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There is no excuse for uncertainity regarding intersection improvements.  As
identified on page 3 of the draft DNS, the District prepared an environmental checklist
on August 26, 2019, more than two years ago, which put off environmental review
because plans were uncertain and preliminary. Now ISD claims that it has still not
decided mitigation for this intersection, which is currently failing to meet level of service
standards.  The unwillingness of the District to commit to a solution for these serious
problems reflects its desire to control the process without providing meaningful
environmental solutions. 

9.  THE DISTRICT HAS NOT PREPARED A CUMULATIVE STORMWATER
ANALYSIS FOR THE ENTIRE PROJECT. 

The schools proposal will create over 900,000 square feet of impervious
surfaces and the construction of the street improvements in 228th Ave. S.E. will create
a significant amount of additional impervious surface in pavement sidewalks and other
construction.

 The District has prepared two stormwater reports, one for the schools site and
the other for the roadway improvements.  The City of Issaquah has, in their comments,
indicated that a cumulative analysis of stormwater impacts for both elements of this
common proposal should be prepared.  Such a cumulative analysis is important
because sensitive resources, including Laughing Jacobs Creek (LJC) will be impacted
by increased discharge of water.  

10.  IMPACT ON CRITICAL AREAS.  

A substantial portion of the increased volume of stormwater from the project will
transit a large (36 inch) culvert that runs under 43rd Way and discharges on a steep
slope just above LJC. This pipe discharges onto property owned by Forest Village in
Providence Point.  

A recent geotech report sponsored by the City for its project to install a traffic
signal on 43rd Way identifies impacts on steep slopes south of 43rd roadway.  See
REVISED - CRITICAL AREAS GEOTECHNICAL STUDY SE 43RD INTERSECTION
IMPROVEMENTS – WALL 2, SE 43RD WAY and SE 43RD LANE ISSAQUAH,
WASHINGTON ZGA Project No. 2150.01, June 10, 2019.   The area that the discharge
from the 43rd Way culvert outfalls is just a few feet from the area in the foregoing study
and is also on same steep slope and critical area.  Indeed the report (page 4)
concludes that:  “Based on our review of the Code and our work associated with this
study, the area in the vicinity of Wall 2 contains Landslide, Steep Slope, and Erosion
hazard critical areas as defined in the (Issaquah Critical Areas) Code.” 

The increased water flow generated by the stormwater from the schools project
is an “alteration” of this steep slope because both the intensity and duration of
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stormwater flows will increase.  See IMC 18.10.390.  As the foregoing geotechncial
report indicates, the increased volume of stormwater poses a threat to downstream
resources in LJC due to possible erosion and sedimentation, but also poses a threat to
the roadway above the discharge, which is the only access route to Providence Point’s
Forest Village. It should be emphasized that the pipe and steep slope areas are on
private property and ISD has neither sought nor received permission to discharge these
waters.

As noted, permission from the private property owners is necessary before
additional discharges are allowed.  This is a critical area under Issaquah ordinances; no
study of these conditions and circumstances has been undertaken and it is likely these
impacts are significant adverse environmental impacts.

The applicant has not submitted a critical area report for impacts to this critical
area.  No MDNS should be approved until compliance with critical area regulations is
met.   

11. TRAFFIC IMPACTS: CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATION.

The only access to the schools site is from 228th Ave. S.E., a highly congested
arterial street that serves the south end of the City of Sammamish. The latest traffic
counts show about 16,000 vehicles per day use this street. The proposal will generate
some 5,500 additional weekday trips with 1,304 in the am peak hour, 862 in the p.m.
peak hour and 476 commuter p.m. peak hour trips.  The next nearest intersection to the
school at S.E. 40th already has failing level of service standards. 

Given the size of the site (40 acres) and the large intersection, the construction
period for this project is likely to be extended.  The District does not provide a
construction schedule, but it will likely exceed two years. 

As described above, although the District recognizes the construction impacts
will be significant, indeed severe, there are no specific mitigation plans either for the
traveling public on 228th or the neighbors during construction.  There has been plenty of
time for ISD to provide specific construction impact mitigations, but it has refused to do
so. 

Operational impacts on the local streets once the schools are constructed will
also be substantial. Amazingly, no definitive plans are proposed which would even try to
reduce traffic impacts on nearby streets and intersections.  The only mitigation
proposed is found in the environmental checklist at page 20:

Develop a transportation management plan to educate families about
transportation options as well as the access and load/unload procedures for the
site layout. 
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Again there is no actual plan prepared so no one knows its content and thus cannot
determine whether it provides meaningful information or not.  The schools proposal will
create substantial traffic impacts, but the District declines to provide any mitigation of
significance.  The MDNS should be withdrawn and an environmental impact statement
prepared. 

12. PLANTS, TREES AND LANDSCAPING. 

The site is currently heavily forested with a variety of trees which are
documented on the topographic mapping and on the aerial photograph found at page 5
of the Environmental Checklist.   These trees provide multiple environmental benefits
including buffering the site from adjacent properties (including Providence Point),
providing cover for wildlife, reducing stormwater runoff by transevaporation, uptake by
plants, providing buffers between uses, providing aesthetic benefits, reducing impacts
of climate change and similar benefits.

According to the plans presented, most of the existing vegetation will be
removed for development of the ISD schools plan, which will also create a large amount
of impervious surface.  The District plans to install tall retaining walls along the west and
south side of the property which will also impact trees located adjacent to this
construction.  Moreover, it is likely that the construction will interfere with sources of
hydration for the existing buffer area.  The reduction in the mass of trees at this location
will increase the threat of windthrow and blowdown when adjacent trees are clearcut
and trees at the new edge are less supported by neighboring trees. 

The District states that new landscaping plants will be installed and there will be
“additional buffering along the north and west property lines. As shown on the
landscaping plans, the buffering will employ new and existing trees and vegetation as
part of the landscaping of this area.”  See the environmental checklist at page 10. An
additional reference to the north and west property lines is found on page 16 of the
environmental checklist.  As shown on the aerial photograph on page 5, a substantial
portion of the Providence Point community is located south of the schools site and
apparently no buffering is proposed for this area.  In addition, the environmental
checklist references, at page 3, at #8, “any environmental information” that has been or
will be prepared for this proposal.” The last item on this list is the following:

! Landscaping Plan (to be prepared), by AHBL.

Accordingly, there is no landscaping plan yet prepared for the site or at least one that
the District will commit to in its MDNS.  

The loss of trees and other vegetation of the magnitude proposed here is a
significant adverse impact.  No mitigating measures have been adopted to protect
existing trees. 
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13.  NOISE. 

On page 3 of the MDNS, the District contends that the sound amplification
system will be operated in compliance with environmental noise standards.  However,
there is no reference to noise from other features on the site. 

On page 14 of the environmental checklist issued with the MDNS, one of the
measures to reduce noise impacts is: 

In areas where vehicular traffic passes near adjacent properties and near bus
parking areas, additional site buffer to the neighbors has been provided.  This
buffering includes existing trees and vegetation where practical and is
augmented with new landscaping in areas where the buffers will be disturbed or
existing gaps in vegetation exist. 

However, there is no landscaping plan yet developed which commenters, including
Providence Point, can review to determine whether impacts are actually reduced to
levels that are not significant adverse environmental impacts.  No information is
provided as to the effectiveness of vegetation to reduce noise impacts. 

14.  THE MDNS IS PREMATURE BECAUSE NO APPLICATION HAS BEEN FILED
FOR INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS.

WAC 197-11-055 discusses the timing of the SEPA process and review of
“proposals.”  WAC 197-11-784 defines proposal as follows: 

“A proposal exists at that stage in the development of an action when an agency
is presented with an application, . . .”   

As described herein, the ISD plan includes both the construction of schools on
the 40 acre property it owns, but also the construction of road improvements on 228th
Ave. S.E. to access the schools.  The schools plan cannot proceed without the access
to 228th Ave. S.E. because it lacks any other road frontage.  The public right-of-way for
228th is owned, controlled and regulated by the City of Sammamish.  The District has
prepared some preliminary road plans but has never applied for a right-of-way permit to
use the road area.  For at least the past six months, the City of Sammamish has
requested that ISD submit a permit application for its planned intersection work, but the
District has refused.  As such, it is free to revise or change current plans as it wants. 

In the current situation, it is premature for a draft or final threshold determination
to be issued by the District when it has not filed an application for the work in the right-
of-way with the City of Sammamish. As noted above, the existing and impending traffic
impacts created by the ISD’s plans are substantial, requiring careful review of plans.  
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 The MDNS should be withdrawn and a new threshold determination issued when
plans are available and submitted. 

15. AESTHETIC IMPACTS. 

Currently the site is buffered and separated from the Providence Point
community by a large stand of mature trees.  However, the District plans to remove
substantially all of the mature trees, leaving a narrow strip of trees along the immediate
border. In addition, the plans include long stretches of retaining walls, which will create
blank spaces where trees are now found.  As noted in the plants section of this
comment, the combination of interrupted hydration and wind throw threaten this treed
buffer.  No mitigating measures are provided to protect the remaining trees in the buffer
or replace them, despite that fact that many of those trees are identified as dead or
dying.

This is a significant adverse environmental impact, which alone, or in
combination with other impacts, requires preparation of an environmental impact
statement. 

16.  NONCOMPLIANCE WITH “BUILD-TO-LINE” REQUIREMENTS. 

Issaquah Code section 18.07.480.E contains criteria for approval of community
facilities (CF), including schools.  Table 18.07.480 has the CF criteria for Public
Schools, which includes a “Build-To-Line” shown as 0’ -20’.  

Footnote 6 to the table provides as follows:

6    The build-to line is the required placement of the building(s) on property
frontage between the building and the right-of-way or private street edge if there
is no right-of-way. Additional requirements for the area in between the property
line and build-to line can be found in subsection (E)(13) of this section.

As noted, the “build to line” applies to private street edges as well as public right of way.
Subsection E(13), as referenced in Footnote 6 states:

13.    Build-To Line for Properties outside of Olde Town and Central Issaquah: If
the facility is not built to the property line, the following is required in addition to
other applicable design standards:
a.    Vehicular circulation and/or parking are not allowed in the space in between
the building and the property line.
b.    The space in between the building and property line shall include
landscaping with evergreen plantings to maintain year-round interest in
combination with other hardscape elements, such as seat walls, benches,
bicycle parking and other similar elements that enhance the social interactions
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and contribute to the public realm;

Section 20 of the Code allows for increases to the build-to-line. The concept and
restrictions for the “Build-To-Line” only apply to schools and other public buildings in the
cited code section. Significantly, this code section was amended by the Issaquah
council after the District selected the Providence Heights site for its new schools and
just before the ISD made their application for rezoning in mid 2019. 

As shown on the attachments hereto, the “Providence Point Loop” (PPL) is
designated a “street” on City maps from 228th into the property, and is designated as
“private.”  See Attachment C.  The environmental checklist at page 19 describes PPL
as follows: “The private road is a shared easement with the adjoining property . . .”  PPL
has been designated as a street since the “shared easement” between the properties
was recorded back in 1979.2 

The current site plan shows the area between the high school building and PPL
as the bus parking, bus circulation, and automobile parking area, as well as the planned
point for garbage collection, a generator and the circulation of garbage and delivery
trucks and other “back of the house” facilities.  See portion of the current site plan
attached (Attachment D).  The District’s design apparently comes from the desire to
move these facilities (including 30 big yellow buses) to the rear of the building to
maintain an attractive view from the front of the high school, which the parents,
students and visitors see. This places the impacts from these facilities on the
Providence Point community.   Based on the code sections cited above, the bus and
other vehicle circulation and parking are not permitted in the space between the
buildings and the PPL.  

This code violation create adverse environmental impacts to PP which support
the preparation of an environmental impact statement.

17. PUBLIC SERVICES, SAFETY AND SECURITY.

The MDNS has no mitigating conditions related to safety and security issues. 
However, the environmental checklist on page 21, Paragraph 15(b) says that the
development will:

The proposed development will incorporate design concepts to reduce the need
for public services including a standby emergency generator, access control and
intrusion detection system, and CCTV Camera Surveillance System. Lighting

2The District indicates that the PPL is currently gated.  This was unilateral action
by the District and not by Providence Point.  Nonetheless, Providence Point maintains
its legal right to use this road, as recognized by the District. 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



ATTACHMENT A

The following items are available in City records. Many have been uploaded for reviewer's 

convenience to https://mega.nz/folder/3WoTwSjT#CpNFW_ege6Zz-Bkmof962g (temporary folder 

will not deactivate for at least 30 days).

DOCUMENTS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE

1

Sept. 27, 2019 CP-Amend Comment to City of Issaquah: with two attachments, submitted to City 

of Issaquah by email. 

2 October 2, 2019 Amendment Comment, submitted by email to Keith Niven 

3

October 10, 2019 Providence Point Presentation to Council, including: 

·Aramburu letter dated 20191009, 

·Wechner Report, 

·Tilghman Memo, 

·various testimony and history.  

This entire presentation was submitted in a notebook to the Council and was also submitted by 

email; it was saved in a (reduced size) PDF by Trish Heinonen of the City of Issaquah. 

4

October 22, 2019 SEPA Appeal to Issaquah City Council (addressed to Hearing Examiner), with 

Attachments A-D. 

5

December 16, 2019 Aramburu communication to Issaquah City Council regarding Comp Plan 

Amendment, with four attachments.

6 January 16, 2020 City Attorney Haney analysis memo to Council.

7

January 19, 2020 ICC Letter from Aramburu regarding Comp Plan and Zoning Amendment needing 

substantial, binding mitigation, with attachments A & B. 

8 August 17, 2020 from Mr. Aramburu to Sammamish City Council re Staff's proposed comment.

9 Sept. 1, 2020 to Sammamish CC re Council agenda item for Traffic Concurrency Moratorium

10 Sept 1, 2020 Letter to SammCC re Agenda Item 14.pdf

11 November 5, 2020 correspondence from Aramburu to Sammamish Council, with Attachments A-F, 

12 November 19, 2020 Comment on ISD Providence Heights application (2 atts) 

13

November 19, 2020 PPUA (Osmer) Comments on ISD Statements Regarding Community 

Conference

14 April 27, 2021 Aramburu to Cristina Haworth re Environmental Neighborhood Meeting (NM)

15 April 29, 2021 NM Comment 2 to CHaworth .pdf

16 August 2, 2021 ARAMBURU RE ISD-CITY SIGN POSTING

17 August 6, 2021 to Cristina re FAR AAS.fullPP1-4.pdf

18

Submissions to the Planning Commission, Development Commission, City Council as contained in 

City records, email, and/or assembled for the GMHB Appeal record; the record before the GMHB, 

and the LUPA record.

19 ALL PUBLIC COMMENT to ISD, Issaquah, Sammamish, DOE or other agencies
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SEPA MITIGATED DETERMINATION OF NONSIGNIFICANCE (MDNS) 

New Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17 

 

Description of Proposal: Construction, at full buildout, of a new approximately 226,500 sf high school to serve 

approximately 1,823 students in grades 9-12 and a new approximately 71,300 sf elementary school serving 

approximately 744 students in grades K-5.  A total staff of approximately 225 would serve the schools. The high 

school includes general use classrooms, library, common areas, food services, performing arts center, gymnasium 

with auxiliary gyms, locker rooms with fitness and activity rooms, career technical education rooms, and 

supporting administrative spaces. The elementary school includes general use classrooms, common areas, 

gymnasium, library, music room, and supporting administrative spaces. In subsequent phases of work portables 

are anticipated to be added to both schools. 

 

The 40.79-acre site will also include surface and structured parking areas, multipurpose turf playfield/ 

track/covered grandstands, softball and baseball fields, tennis courts, and a covered play building. Proposed site 

work includes a new entry access road off 228th Avenue SE, which will branch into two separate internal access 

roads, one leading to each school. Also included are separate bus drop-off areas to the south at the elementary 

school and at the high school, a fire lane at the perimeter, and site retaining walls.  A separate emergency vehicle 

access road is also proposed off 228 Ave SE over an existing internal access road.  The project includes frontage 

improvements to 228th including a four-lane section with bike lanes, sidewalk improvements on the west side of 

the frontage, and turn lanes for the new turn lane. 

 

Proponent and Lead Agency: Issaquah School District No. 411 

 

Location of Proposal: The proposal is located at 4221 228th Avenue SE, Issaquah, WA, on tax parcels 

1624069001, 1624069029, and 1624069031. The parcels are located in Quarter NE Section 16 Township 24 

Range 6. 

 

Responsible Official:  Jacob Kuper, Chief of Finance and Operations 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

    5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

 

The Responsible Official for the Issaquah School District, acting as lead agency for the proposal, has 

determined that the proposal does not have a probable significant adverse impact on the environment.  An 

environmental impact statement (EIS) is not required under RCW 43.21C.030(2)(c).  This determination was 

made based on  a review of the environmental checklist (SEPA Checklist) and other information on file with 

the District and City of Issaquah; Issaquah School District Policy 6890, which provides the basis for the 

exercise of substantive authority under the Washington State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) pursuant to 

RCW 43.21C; and an assumption of compliance of the proposal with State law and City of Issaquah (as the 

permitting jurisdiction) ordinances related to general environmental protection. The responsible official finds 

this information reasonably sufficient to evaluate the environmental impacts of this proposal.   
  

Copies of the SEPA Checklist and the environmental documents identified therein are available for review on 

the Issaquah School District’s website at: 
https://www.issaquah.wednet.edu/district/departments/CapProjects/Projects/new-high-school-4 

 

https://www.issaquah.wednet.edu/district/departments/CapProjects/Projects/new-high-school-4
CarolCohoe
Text Box
Attachment B

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



 

MITIGATION MEASURES 

 

This Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance is issued with the following conditions, which are 

recommended as conditions of project approval.  

 

General 

 

1. The Contractor shall prepare and operate the construction site under a Construction Impact Mitigation 

Plan (CIMP). The CIMP shall addresses the following, at a minimum: 

 

a. Estimated construction schedule, including description of different stages of construction, 

associated activities, and primary equipment to be used at each stage.  The schedule shall be 

updated at least quarterly or more frequently if major project schedule changes occur and a new 

copy of the schedule provided to the City of Issaquah and the City of Sammamish;  

b. Noise and vibration control measures for construction activities.  When possible, particularly 

noisy activities will take place after 9:00AM;  

c. Air quality control measures, including off-site migration of dust and dirt from construction 

activities;  

d. Material and equipment staging or laydown area;  

e. Construction worker parking plan, including off-site parking if necessary, and methods to ensure 

workers do not park in adjacent neighborhoods;  

f. Construction fencing plan and any measures used to secure the site;  

g. On-site circulation plan for construction vehicles;  

h. Truck route plan;  

i. Traffic control plans, including signage, certified flaggers, plan to address any right-of-way 

closures, and provisions to ensure emergency access remains open at all times; and,  

j. Public outreach and site notification, including contact information for site supervisor.  

The CIMP shall be approved prior to issuance of the first construction permit for the project. Changes 

to construction activity may necessitate updating the CIMP.  The CIMP will be provided to both the 

City of Issaquah and the City of Sammamish. 

 

2. Provide vegetated buffer along the north and west boundaries of the project.  This buffer area to have an 

average width of no less than 70-feet and to be no less than 25-feet in any location.  Existing vegetation 

should be used to the maximum extent possible and disturbed areas replanted with native vegetation.  

 

Earth 

 

3. The project design and construction are required to follow the recommendations in the Geotechnical 

Engineering Report prepared Associate Earth Science, Inc., dated September 17, 2019, revised June 17, 

2021 and as subsequently updated or amended. 

 

4. If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during the construction of the 

new school building, testing of the potentially contaminated media shall be conducted. If contamination is 

revealed by testing, Ecology shall be notified.  

 

5. All grading and filling of land shall utilize only clean fill, i.e. dirt or gravel.  All other materials, including 

waste concrete and asphalt, are considered to be solid waste and permit approval may be required prior to 

filling.   

 

6. A Construction General Stormwater permit shall be obtained prior to clearing, grading, or excavation 

activities.  This permit shall include preparation of Temporary Erosion and Sediment Control plans and a 

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. 
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7. Soils in the vicinity of the existing water tank shall be treated as lead contaminated to a depth of 

approximately 12” below ground surface.  Any soil removed from this area during construction shall be 

segregated and stockpiled until it can be sampled, characterized for disposal, and, as needed, properly 

disposed of at a facility permitted to accept such material, if testing shows necessary. 

 

Water 

 

8. A groundwater monitoring plan shall be prepared to evaluate groundwater quality within the area of the 

Class III Critical Aquifer Recharge Area on an annual basis.  The results shall be made available to the 

City of Issaquah, the City of Sammamish, and members of the public upon request. 

 

9. The stormwater management system shall be designed to “Enhanced” treatment standards, including 

removal of suspended solids and dissolved metals and removal of phosphorus for all on-site and off-site 

pollution-generating impervious surfaces associated with the project. 

 

10. Purchase credits from East Lake Sammamish Mitigation Bank for offsite Wetland Mitigation for impacts 

to Wetland C. 

 

11. Protect existing trees surrounding Wetland B with a minimum of a 50-foot buffer. 

 

Environmental Health and Noise 

 

12. The public address sound amplification system shall be operated in compliance with maximum 

permissible environmental noise levels set forth in WAC 173-60-040 and IMC 18.07.136 for noise 

emitted by a Class B source and received by a Class A source.  Further, use of amplified sound shall be 

prohibited between the hours of 10:00 PM and 8:00 AM and notice of this condition shall be included 

with field rules placed on a durable, permanently-affixed sign at the entrances to the stadium.  

 

13. A public address or similar noise amplification system is prohibited at the baseball and softball fields. 

 

14. Required equipment tests for the emergency generator and any outdoor mechanical equipment shall be 

limited to 7:00 AM through 6:00 PM Monday through Friday.  If any equipment exceeds adopted noise 

standards set forth in the Issaquah Municipal Code, sound barriers or similar features designed to 

attenuate sound shall be installed. 

 

15. Chemicals used for academic coursework including but not limited to chemistry classes shall be securely 

stored.  The applicable Safety Data Sheets (SDSs) or other document containing chemical hazard 

information for each chemical shall be kept and made available onsite as required. 

 

Light and Glare 

 

16. Light shall be shielded from direct line-of-sight from neighboring properties.  Athletic field lighting shall 

not cause spillover to the adjacent residential neighbors, nor create adverse glare conditions for any 

drivers on 228th Avenue SE.  

 

17. Athletic field and track lighting shall be shielded and directed away from neighboring properties and turned 

off following the end of a game or event and otherwise be turned off no later than 10pm.  No lighting shall 

be installed at the baseball/ softball fields. 
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Historic and Cultural Preservation 

 

18. If during construction inadvertent discoveries of archaeological resources are discovered, the Washington 

State Department of Archaeologic and Historic Preservation (DAHP) shall be notified. 

 

Transportation 

 

19. ISD will discourage vehicle idling during student drop-off and pick-up times.  Waiting vehicles will be 

monitored by a staff member, and signs shall be installed that state “no idling.” 

 

20. Construct improvements on 228th Avenue SE along the site frontage, with a length of approximately 1,700 

feet. Improvements shall include widening the current two-lane section (one travel lane in each direction) to 

a five-lane section (two travel lanes in each direction plus a center left-turn lane), consistent with the City of 

Sammamish’s ultimate plans for the street. Additional turn lanes shall be constructed at the site driveway 

intersection as needed to ensure that it would meet the City’s traffic operational standards during all times of 

day. 

 

21. Construct a 6-foot sidewalk and add landscaping along site frontage. 

 

22. Construct a 6-foot sidewalk and landscaping along the east side of 228th Avenue SE from the project 

entrance north to SE 40th Street. 

 

23. Signalize site driveway intersection at 228th Avenue SE. This includes in the southbound direction, two 

through lanes, and a right-turn lane into the school site. Northbound, 228th Avenue SE shall have two 

through lanes, and two exclusive left-turn lanes.  The intersection improvements shall include ADA ramps 

with crosswalks and pedestrian signals. 

 

24. Capacity improvements at SE 40th Street / 228th Avenue SE to be either of the following options: 

o New median and striping to create a Flying T configuration and construction of a 6-

foot sidewalk and landscaping along the east side of 228th Avenue SE from the 

project entrance north to SE 40th Street; or 

o New Signal and intersection improvements at the 40th Street/ 228th Avenue SE 

intersection. 

 

25. Establish a school-zone speed limit on 228th Avenue SE in the vicinity of the project site. 

 

26. Develop a construction management transportation plan that addresses traffic and pedestrian control during 

school construction. 

 

27. Develop a transportation management plan to educate families about transportation options as well as the 

access and load / unload procedures for the site layout. 

 

28. Develop a school-event management plan for evening events with more than 1,000 expected attendees to 

mitigate parking impacts and ensure coordination between the schools. 

 

This Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS) is issued under WAC 197-11-340(2) and WAC 197-

11-350.  The Lead Agency will not act on this proposal for 14 days from the issue date.  Unless modified by the 

Issaquah School District, this determination will be final as of the close of the comment period identified 

below. There is no agency administrative appeal of this MDNS; judicial appeals are governed by RCW 

43.21C.075. 
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Only written comments will be accepted and must be submitted by 4:00 p.m. on August 10, 2021 to Tom 

Mullins, Director of Capital Projects, Issaquah School District No. 411, 5150 220th Avenue SE, Issaquah, WA, 

98029 or by email at mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu. 
 

 

 

mailto:mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu
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August 24, 2021 

 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

 

 

RE: Issaquah School District Providence Heights Campus - ES#17-HS#4  

       City of Sammamish SEPA MDNS Comments and Concerns 

 

 

Mr. Mullins,  

 

The City of Sammamish (City) is in receipt of original and revised State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) 

Mitigated Threshold Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS) transmittals and supporting 

documentation initially provided by the Issaquah School District (ISD) on July 27, 2021.  The City is aware 

that the revised public comment deadline on ISD’s SEPA MDNS has been extended to August 24, 2021.  

 

The City acknowledges that permitting for a project that crosses jurisdictional boundaries is inherently 

complicated and the City’s permit authority only pertains to that portion of the project that is located 

within the City’s Right-of-Way (228h Ave SE). However, the City does have concerns regarding 

development of the site as the ultimate site design could potentially result in impacts that have a further 

reach into the City of Sammamish beyond that segment of 228th Ave SE where Right-of-Way 

improvements are needed.  

 

City Staff have reviewed the project SEPA Checklist provided with the notice and have identified several 

areas of concern or areas where we feel additional information is warranted to adequately support ISD’s 

determination that an MDNS is appropriate for this project. The City also has general comments 

regarding the project that we feel are essential to address for overall project success. 

 

 

 

 

NOTE: REVISED 08/24/2021 @ 4:30 

PM to correct typos at the top of 

Page 3 under item g.ii. 

mailto:mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu
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SEPA MDNS Comments - As an agency counterpart with jurisdiction, the City of Sammamish offers the 

following comments on ISD’s SEPA MDNS: 

 

1) MDNS Lead Agency Statement (Bottom of Page 1) 

a. The lead agency statement does not mention City of Sammamish as a permitting agency 

for this project.  

 

2) Conditions of MDNS (Pages 2, 3, and 4) 

a. Implementation of Mitigation Measures: Need to add specificity to the conditions of 

approval. For example, who determines compliance with each condition? When is 

compliance determined adequate? How is compliance determined adequate? Each 

condition needs to be clear as to when a condition has been met. What about 

monitoring enforcement or revision? Who will handle complaints for School District 

specific issues? When is the City of Issaquah or the City of Sammamish responsible for 

determining compliance? When is the City of Issaquah or the City of Sammamish 

responsible for receiving and responding to complaints regarding inadequate 

implementation of conditions? Who ultimately is responsible for overseeing 

implementation of each condition supporting the MDNS?  

b. Mitigation Measures vs. Already Applicable Codes: If the condition is simply citing a city 

code or WAC requirement, it is not a mitigating condition/measure as it is already a 

prescriptive requirement and the project cannot claim “mitigation” by applying already 

applicable codified requirements. If the condition is unique from existing code or WAC 

requirements or is a refinement or restrictive version of an already existing code or WAC 

requirement, then ISD may take claim of a mitigation measure being applied. 

c. General Conditions (#1 a through j): The construction mitigation implementation plan 

should identify who has jurisdiction for the various permits and who is responsible for 

oversight. Noise generating activities are assumed to take place after 9:00 am.  This 

section should identify City of Sammamish allowed work hours for ingress/egress, and 

for any work on 228th and should make reference to City of Sammamish construction 

hours and the process for any exceptions. 

d. Vegetated Buffer (#2):  Define what is meant by vegetation. What is the function of the 

buffer? (e.g. emergent vegetation provides a different function than does shrubs or 

trees) Who is responsible for maintaining it and ensuring its function? 

e. Earth (#6): Mitigation measure #6 should reference that separate permits are required 

for any work within the boundaries of the City of Sammamish vs any permits required 

by the City of Issaquah for the Construction General Stormwater permit(s). 

f. Water (#9): Mitigation measure #9 should reference that separate permits are required 

for any work within the boundaries of the City of Sammamish vs any permits required 

by the City of Issaquah for the Construction General Stormwater permit(s). 
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g. Transportation (#20): Mitigation measure #20 needs to discuss the segment of 

improvements along 228th Avenue SE as follows. 

i. Include/add mitigation measures addressing the transition along 228th Ave SE 

from 43rd to the southern School District property line;  

ii. Include/add mitigation measures regarding school boundaries for both the 

Elementary and High School and how boundary changes impact the traffic 

assumptions and related outcomes which in turn require mitigation. The MDNS 

does not discuss the potential impacts of future boundary changes that could 

impact traffic operations. 

h. Transportation (#22): Mitigation measure #22 should include a bike lane. 

SEPA Checklist Comments: As an agency counterpart with jurisdiction, the City of Sammamish offers the 

following comments on ISD’s SEPA Checklist: 

1) Background 

a. Item #6; Schedule needs to be updated. 

b. Item #8; Documents are listed but not provided as part of the Checklist.  

c. Item #8; are these the most recent versions of these documents? 

d. Item #12; Map on page 5 of 22 should clearly identify the city limits of each city. 

2) Earth 

a. Item #H; This section needs to discuss the permits and TESC that will required by the 

City of Sammamish for any work along 228th Avenue SE. 

3) Water 

a. Item #c1; This section should reference that separate permits are required for any work 

within the boundaries of the City of Sammamish vs any permits required by the City of 

Issaquah for the Construction General Stormwater permit(s). 

b. Item #c3;  This section should clearly definite elements that in the City of Sammamish 

and elements that are in the City of Issaquah.  The section should note the different 

manuals used by each agency and the differences of each manual and should address 

how water collected on impervious surfaces located within the City of Issaquah 

jurisdiction that flow into surface water systems (ditches, streams, and wetlands) 

located in the City of Sammamish jurisdiction will be handled and what supporting 

analysis of the combined system impacts on downstream resources has been done. 

4) Transportation 

a. Item #a; The requirement for City of Sammamish permits should be listed (again). 

b. Item #f; This section needs to provide details regarding the actual school boundaries 

used for the traffic modeling and what happens if the boundaries are changes such that 

new impacts occur to the City of Sammamish Transportation network. 
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General Comments - In addition to the SEPA Checklist and MDNS comments listed above, the City of 

Sammamish has the following comments on ISD’s Providence Heights Campus Project: 

 

1) Right-of-Way Permit Needed: Necessary project frontage improvements will be constructed 

within City of Sammamish Right-of-Way. A Type B Right-of-Way permit is required from the City 

of Sammamish. This Right-of-Way permit will incorporate traffic control, stormwater 

management, frontage improvements, pedestrian improvements, traffic signalization, traffic 

management measures, and any necessary right of way dedications. To date the City has not 

received application for Right-of-Way permit.  

 

The City has, on several occasions, requested that ISD submit application for Right-of-Way 

permit early to ensure City staff have had adequate opportunity to complete formal review of 

ISD’s proposed Right-of-Way design and supporting documentation. The City remains concerned 

that ISD will submit application for Right-of-Way permit at a late point in the broader permit 

process not allowing adequate time for City permit review thereby pressuring the City to 

complete review in a short timeframe and limiting the City’s ability to complete comprehensive 

review of the application under the premise that the City is holding up the project.  

 

Further, the City is concerned that formal review of ISD Right-of-Way permit application could 

result in need for additional SEPA conditions if additional issues are identified once the City 

finally has opportunity to complete formal proper permit review. This could result either in the 

need for issuance of a revised SEPA Threshold Determination (or addendum) or this may result 

in an appeal challenge on the adequacy of SEPA analysis and appropriateness of the current ISD 

issued SEPA MDNS if a revised Threshold Determination is not issued to incorporate possible 

concerns raised by City Right-of-Way permit review. 

 

2) Inter-Local Agreement Needed: The City has requested ISD consider implementing inter-local 

agreement (ILA) with the City to address City concerns regarding potential long-term impacts on 

City of Sammamish transportation infrastructure resulting from the development of this 

proposed school campus. The City believes ILA is the best tool to address long term City 

concerns and may also be used to address City and ISD Right-of-Way design related concerns. 

ILA would be beneficial in this situation as it helps clarify how various issues will be addressed by 

each party. The City is committed to continuing discussion regarding setting up an ILA and will 

be meeting with ISD on this topic in the coming weeks, however the City is concerned that the 

timing of the ILA discussion is outside of ISD’s SEPA MDNS comment window and that the ILA 

process requires involvement of both the City Council and ISD School Board. Additional time is 

needed to complete the ILA process. 

 

If issues such as mitigation measures necessary to address possible traffic impacts resulting from 

changing school boundaries/attendance maps are not addressed through an ILA, the City is 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



 
Issaquah School District Providence Heights Campus - ES#17-HS#4  

City of Sammamish SEPA MDNS Comments and Concerns 

Page 5 of 5 

 
 

concerned that significant adverse environmental impacts could occur. The City would prefer to 

address issues such as these though an ILA before construction permits are issued to construct 

the school campus. If these issues are not addressed through ILA before permits are issued for 

construction of the Providence Heights campus, a revised SEPA Threshold Determination (or 

addendum) may need to be issued or this may result in an appeal challenge on the adequacy of 

SEPA analysis and appropriateness of the current ISD issued SEPA MDNS. 

 

3) Clarification on Stormwater Management Needed: It is unclear how stormwater will be 

handled across jurisdictions. How will the differences between the City of Sammamish 

stormwater regulations and the City of Issaquah stormwater regulations will be addressed and 

how will impacts, if any, to downstream resources from this combined system be mitigated? We 

are seeking clarity on how water collected on impervious surfaces located within the City of 

Issaquah jurisdiction that flow into surface water systems (ditches, streams, and wetlands) 

located in the City of Sammamish jurisdiction will be handled and what supporting analysis of 

the combined system impacts on downstream resources has been done. This should be 

addressed either through revision to permit application technical documents or by providing an 

additional umbrella stormwater management plan that covers the entire project site and 

comprehensively describes how stormwater will be managed with this project. 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the project SEPA checklist and ISD issued SEPA Mitigated 

Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS). As a counterpart agency with jurisdiction we look forward to 

learning how our comments will be addressed, please retain the City as a party of record on this project 

and with this SEPA Threshold Determination. We look forward to further collaboration with ISD on the 

Providence Heights ES#17-HS#4 Campus project. If clarification on City comments is needed, please 

contact me directly at dpyle@sammamish.us .  

 

 

ELECTRONIC LETTER SENT VIA EMAIL ON 08/24/2021 

 

 

David Pyle 

Director, Department of Community Development 

City of Sammamish 

 

Cc: Dave Rudat, City Manager 

      Jeff Elekes, City Public Works Department Director 

      Lisa Marshall, City Attorney 

mailto:dpyle@sammamish.us
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Community Planning & Development Department  

1175 – 12th Ave NW | P.O. Box 1307 

Issaquah, WA 98027 

425-837-3100 

issaquahwa.gov 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

August 24, 2021 

 

 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No. 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA, 98029 

 

via email: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu 

 

RE:  Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17 

  SEPA Comments 

 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

 

The City of Issaquah received the SEPA Checklist and Threshold Determination for the 

proposed Issaquah High School #4 and Elementary School #17 collocated campus at 4221 

228th Avenue SE. The City has reviewed the materials and is submitting the following 

comments for consideration during the public comment period: 

 

Comments on the SEPA Checklist: 
Section A: Background 

1. Section A.8. Some of the listed studies appear to be out of date and/or incomplete: 

a. An updated Critical Area Study and Wetland Mitigation Plan was prepared on 

February 22, 2021. 

b. An updated Tree Evaluation and Retention (Arborist) Report was prepared in April 

2021. 

c. An Addendum to the Critical Area Study and Wetland Mitigation Plan was prepared 

by Wetland Resources Inc. on July 30, 2021.  This should be considered in any 

revised Checklist or Threshold Determination. 

 

The SEPA Checklist and Threshold Determination are required under WAC 197-11-090 to 

consider all background or supporting analyses, studies, or technical reports prepared 

for the project.  Given that the studies listed above were developed (except item c, 

above) prior to issuing the MDNS, these should be considered in the environmental 

review process. 

mailto:mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu
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Section B.2: Air 

2. Section B.2.a. This response should document the lead contamination on the site and 

any abatement requirements necessary to ensure the lead does not mobilize through 

fugitive dust.  See Comments 10 and 12, below.  

 

3. Section B.2.c. This response should consider a greater range of best practices 

measures to reduce and control emissions, especially relative to lead abatement to 

ensure contamination does not mobilize off-site.  See Comments 10 and 12, below. 

 

At a minimum, lead abatement should be discussed in detail, an analysis that is 

necessary to conclude there will be no probable significant adverse environmental 

impact as described in the MDNS.  Please clarify if Department of Ecology or Puget 

Sound Clean Air Agency approval is required or explain how you are coordinating with 

them. 

Section B.3: Water 

4. Section B.3.a.1. This response does not address Laughing Jacobs Creek.  Laughing 

Jacobs Creek and any potential stormwater-related impacts should be discussed.  If 

there are no anticipated impacts, a short summary of the analysis inputs and 

conclusions should be added.  If the project causes or aggravates degradation in off-site 

fish habitat, water quality, erosion, slope stability, or other drainage impacts, the 

anticipated impacts should be described, and mitigation proposed.  Section 5.1 (page 

11) of the May 2021 TIR provides a preliminary Off-Site Analysis that partially addresses 

this issue related to stormwater.  The May 2021 TIR will be subject to additional review 

for compliance with recommendations in 2014 Stormwater Manual for Western 

Washington, I-2.6.2 Optional Guidance #2:  Off Site Analysis and Mitigation, adopted by 

the City of Issaquah.   

 

5. Section B.3.a.3. This response indicates that fill material placed in Wetland C will be 

sourced on-site.  There is known lead contamination in the vicinity of Wetland C that 

should be specifically excluded as a potential source of fill material, but this is not 

discussed.  The project will need to comply with the Model Toxics Control Act (MTCA) 

and the use of on-site contaminated soils as a source of fill (for Wetland C and/or more 

broadly) is not allowed.  See Comments 10 and 12, below. 

 

6. Section B.3.d. The wetland mitigation described in this response is inconsistent with 

the mitigation described in the revised Critical Area Study and Wetland Mitigation Plan 

(note this was not included in the listed review materials but should have been included 

– see Comment 1 in this letter); using tree protection as mitigation for the proposal is 

not allowed by the IMC.  The revised Critical Area Study and Wetland Mitigation Plan 

instead recommends mitigation through the East Lake Sammamish Mitigation Bank.  The 

mitigation should be more fully described, including the quantity of credits purchased 

(mitigation ratio) and how the purchase of credits offsets the loss of Wetland C’s 

functions and values. 

Section B.7: Environmental Health 

7. Section B.7.a. This section is missing entirely a discussion of the documented lead 

contamination identified in the PBS report dated March 3, 2020.  Work at or near the 

water tower should be done to comply with Model Toxics Control Act requirements and 

done to meet best management practices to protect workers and not release lead into 
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the environment due to site disturbance.  The documented lead contamination should be 

addressed in the following subsections: a, a.1, a.2, a.5 (to include abatement 

requirements).  Further, the lead contamination should be fully investigated to 

understand the extent of contamination and necessary abatement, requirements for 

work near lead-contaminated soils, and recommendations for worker, environmental, 

and community safety.  It is unclear from the response if the Department of Ecology was 

notified of existing contamination and, if not, they should be contacted immediately. 

Comments on the MDNS: 
8. Condition 1.  This condition should be revised to specify that the CIMP will be prepared 

by ISD or its selected contractor and approved by the Cities of Issaquah and 

Sammamish prior to issuing the first construction permit for the project.  The CIMP 

should include detailed information on construction phasing, activities occurring, and 

equipment used in each phase, and specific BMPs or mitigation measures to be 

implemented in each phase.  The CIMP shall include contact information for the 

individual responsible for enforcing the provisions of the CIMP on the site.  The CIMP 

should include provisions for monitoring and revision in the event that impacts are not 

adequately mitigated. 

 

9. Condition 2. This condition should document the proposed buffer enhancement and 

require that the buffer provide screening of the project from adjacent residents, as 

shown in the Landscape Plans dated May 21, 2021.  This condition should specify that a 

Native Growth Protection Easement will be recorded to protect the buffer in perpetuity, 

including requirements for long-term maintenance of the buffer area. 

 

10. Condition 4.  The characterization of contamination on this site should be clearly 

stated: 

a. It is incorrect to state “If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, 

discovered, or occurs…” because lead contamination has been discovered onsite and 

documented in the Water Tower Lead in Soil Screening Summary prepared by PBS 

on March 3, 2020 provided by ISD.  This condition should be revised to clarify that 

lead has been found in the soil, include a reference to the screening document, and 

reference any additional documentation of lead found in soil sampling and soil testing 

for the site. 

b. It is incorrect to state “If contamination is revealed by testing, Ecology shall be 

notified.”  Lead contamination has been revealed and documented and the 

Department of Ecology should be notified immediately if they have not already 

been contacted.  This condition should be revised to clarify that lead has been found 

in the soil and note if and when the Department of Ecology was notified of the 

contamination. 

 

This condition should be replaced with a condition requiring a thorough investigation 

identifying definitively the extent (depth and geographic area) of contamination, 

abatement per State and Federal law by a qualified professional, and incorporation of 

any recommendations for long-term monitoring, consistent with our recommendations 

for Condition 7 (see Comment 12, below).  The condition should require reporting to the 

Department of Ecology and the City of Issaquah if further contamination is revealed by 

the investigations. 
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11. Condition 5. A permit is required for filling, and all requirements for fill material in the 

IMC must be met.  Note that waste concrete will not meet pH standards for use as fill 

and will not be allowed. Please revise to clarify that grading and filling of land shall not 

occur prior to issuance of a construction permit by either the City of Issaquah or 

Sammamish authorizing the work. 

 

12. Condition 7. The contamination must be thoroughly investigated prior to any 

treatment, abatement, or remediation to understand the full extent, which may reach 

beyond 12 inches below the ground surface (see Comment 10, above).  The extent 

(area and depth) of the contamination has not been fully determined or documented.  

The PBS soil screening only evaluated soil samples collected to 12 inches depth, which 

does not demonstrate that contamination stops at that depth.  This condition should be 

revised to require the following: 

a. Thorough investigation, abatement consistent with State and Federal requirements 

by a qualified professional, and incorporation of any recommendations for long-term 

monitoring or other follow-up.  The further investigations should definitively 

document the extent (area and depth) of contamination. 

b. Preparation and adherence to a Lead in Soils Management Plan, as recommended by 

PBS in the Soil Screening Summary dated March 3, 2020.  The Lead in Soils 

Management Plan should include text stating the contractor will be responsible for 

enforcing provisions of the plan to ensure a safe work environment (e.g., worker 

protection and use of PPE, housekeeping, engineering controls, etc.) as specified in 

the PBS Soil Screening Summary. 

c. Prohibiting the stockpiling of contaminated soils on the site, especially during wet 

weather events, and prohibiting the use of these soils on site except as specified in 

an abatement plan prepared by a qualified professional. 

d. The Department of Ecology and the City of Issaquah should be kept informed of all 

developments related to contamination to protect the public health. 

Also note per IMC 16.26.150, work may need to be suspended if contamination of site 

soils from hazardous material are encountered to an extent previously unknown.  Once 

suspended or revoked, work can resume only after documentation of compliance with 

State and Federal regulations are provided showing that continuation of site work is 

appropriate. 

 

13. Condition 17. While the lighting for the fields and buildings will comply with the IMC, it 

is unclear if the tennis court lighting will comply.  Lighting is shown in the building 

elevations and should be addressed in this condition. 

 

14. Condition 19. This condition conflicts with the SEPA Checklist, which indicates that 

idling will be prohibited, rather than discouraged.  Idling should be prohibited and an 

enforcement mechanism should be identified.  Contact information for the enforcing staff 

member should be provided to surrounding community members to resolve complaints. 

 

15. Condition 20. This condition should be revised to include the frontage and capacity 

improvements extending from the south end of the site southward to the intersection of 

SE 43rd Way/Providence Point Drive. 

 

16. Condition 24. This condition should be clarified to select a single appropriate mitigation 

measure. 
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17. Condition 25. This condition may be infeasible without the support of City of 

Sammamish.  Coordination with the City of Sammamish is strongly recommended. 

 

18. Condition 26. This condition should be revised to specify that the CTMP will be 

prepared by ISD or its selected contractor and approved by the Cities of Issaquah and 

Sammamish prior to issuing the first construction permit for the project.  The CTMP 

should include detailed information on vehicular and pedestrian control, including 

planned lane closures, flaggers, signage, and other BMPs.  The CTMP should include a 

monitoring, enforcement, and revision process to ensure construction-related traffic 

impacts are adequately mitigated. 

 

19. Condition 27. This condition should be revised to specify that the TMP should be 

prepared by ISD and approved by the City of Issaquah prior to issuing the first 

Certificate of Occupancy for the project.  The TMP should include a monitoring, 

enforcement, and revision process to ensure the plan is successful.  The use of 

incentives and/or penalties to ensure successful implementation of the plan should be 

considered.  Reports documenting trip generation, parking demand, and the use of 

alternative modes should be made available to the Cities upon request to inform 

revisions to the TMP. 

 

20. Condition 28. The SEMP should be provided to the Cities of Issaquah and Sammamish 

prior to issuing the first Certificate of Occupancy for the project.  The SEMP should 

identify off-site parking locations, shuttling systems or services, and enforcement. 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment and look forward to our concerns being 

addressed following the close of the public comment period.  If you have any questions 

please do not hesitate to contact me or our planning consultant Cristina Haworth at 

cristinah@issaquahwa.gov or 425.739.7959. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Minnie Dhaliwal 

Director, Community Planning and Development 

 

cc: File 

 Cristina Haworth, Issaquah Planning Consultant 

 Lucy Sloman, AICP, Planning Manager 

 Jacob Kuper, Issaquah School District Responsible Official 

 David Pyle, City of Sammamish 

  

mailto:cristinah@issaquahwa.gov
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Sierra Carson

From: Lucy Sloman

Sent: Monday, December 27, 2021 10:46 AM

To: Cristina Haworth

Subject: FW: Comments to Reissued ISD SEPA MDNS

Attachments: ISD hs # 4 es # 17 SEPA Comments R Brown.docx

Please add to the record 

Lucy Sloman AICP  Current Planning Manager & Designated Official for the Urban Villages 
Community Planning & Development Department (formerly DSD) 

Direct 425|837-3433 · Front Desk 425|837-3100 · 425|837-3470 REPORT SPILLS 

Issaquah, WA - Official Website 

From: Roberta Brown <brownrs@plu.edu>  

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 9:28 AM 

To: Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: Comments to Reissued ISD SEPA MDNS 

Dear Minnie and Lucy, 

I want to thank you very much for the fine process that is going into the revision of IMC Title 18. 

Attached is a copy of my comments to ISD’s Reissued SEPA MDNS. As you will see, I have given my 

response considerable time and consideration, and read the entire 2,776 pages in preparation. My 

focus was on finding how and if the reissued documents responded to the reasonable requests for 

revision that you had made, as the main permitting agency, to the July MDNS. Needless to say, I 

was sorely disappointed. I hope you will find these comments useful.  

Again, many thanks for all your work. 

Best wishes for a joyous holiday.   

Roberta Brown 
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December 22, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email: SEPAComments@Issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
A strong supporter of schools and teacher myself, I routinely vote for every bond and levy, including the 
2016 Bond. I was looking forward to this reissued SEPA Determination, in the hope that it would be 
satisfactory, allowing the project to move forward. To my disappointment, however, I find virtually no 
attempt in the entire 2,776 pages, which I have read, to acknowledge or remedy the many reasons 
occasioning the withdrawal of July’s Draft MDNS. Instead, the Reissued SEPA MDNS of 12/09 and SEPA 
Environmental Checklist of 12/01 consist of padding through insertion of narratives from other sources, 
repetition, reformatting, vague, meaningless, and unenforceable mitigations, and other listed 
mitigations which in fact are standard, required operational and maintenance. 
 
The mere enormity and complexity of the proposed multi-building and sports complex extending over 
forty plus acres and including major internal and external roadway additions, clearly make this a Major 
Action calling for an Environmental Impact Statement. Its environmental impact is such that it cannot be 
mitigated to the extent of becoming non-significant as required for issuance of an MDNS. I request that 
the Issaquah School District withdraw its Reissued MDNS and issue a Determination of Significance (DS) 
pursuant to WAC 197-11-360.  
 
COMMENTS ON THE MDNS 
 
In the interest of brevity, I am limiting my comments largely to a consideration of the requests made by 
the City of Issaquah, the project’s major decision maker, in its own comment letter to the July 27, 2021 
MDNS. In doing so, I focus on the City’s comments to the MDNS, integrating any consideration of the 
City’s comments to the Checklist to those relative to the MDNS, adding only a few other considerations 
outside of the City’s comments under a separate section.  (Please note: Appendix documents referred to 
below can be found on the indicated page numbers in a PDF version of the 12/01 Checklist with 
Appendices. The MDNS of 07/27/21 is referred to here as SEPA I and Reissued MDNS of 12/09/21, as 
SEPA II.) 
 
Condition 1: The City of Issaquah requested, among other items, that the revision specify that the CIMP 
will be approved by the Cities of Issaquah and Sammamish prior to issuing the first construction permit, 
and that it includes construction phasing and mitigation features in each phase. Instead, Condition 1 is 
simply copied word-for-word and reformatted, from the use of letters, to numbers, retaining even the 
incomplete sentences and editing mistakes from the earlier SEPA I MDNS.  
 
Condition 2: The City of Issaquah requested, among other items for documentation, the recording of a 
Native Growth Protection Easement including long-term maintenance in perpetuity of the buffer area. 
Rather than acknowledge this request, the original statement was copied verbatim from SEPA I into the 
reissued Condition 2 of SEPA II. Conditions 21 and 23 in SEPA II also ignore this request.    
 
Condition 4: Although the City of Issaquah points out that it is incorrect to state: a) “If contamination of 
soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs… “; and b) “If contamination is revealed by 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



 2 

testing, Ecology shall be notified,” both statements are repeated word for word in Mitigation # 6 of SEPA 
II, with no additional comment or mitigation. (See conditions 5 and 6). The City states further that the 
condition should be revised to clarify that lead has been found in the soil, reference made to any 
additional documentation, and that the Department of Ecology shall be notified immediately if they 
have not already been notified. Again, none of this is done. The only mention that lead has been found 
is buried on page 21 in the SEPA checklist, where a very brief paragraph summarizing the older March 
2020 findings of PBS is added, with none of the requested changes. The further requests of the City, for 
evidence of additional soil sampling or testing, plans for abatement per State and Federal law by a 
qualified professional, and long-term monitoring, are all ignored.  
 
Condition 5: The City states that a permit is required for filling, that waste concrete is not allowed for fill, 
and asks that the applicant clarify that no grading or filling of land shall occur prior to city issuance of 
construction permit. Completely ignoring the City’s comments, MDNS II repeats word for word 
Condition 5 in MDNS I, moving it to Condition 7.  
 
Condition 7: The City calls for a thorough examination of the full depth and extent of lead 
contamination, adding among other points that preparation and adherence to a Lead in Soils 
Management Plan is essential, emphasizing that “the PBS study of lead contamination of March 2020 is 
inadequate, having screened only to a depth of 12.” Yet, SEPA MDNS II ignores these recommendations, 
simply moving Condition 7, as stated word for word, to Condition 9. The SEPA II checklist also indicates 
that no further thorough examination, as requested by the City, has been carried out. (pp. 21). In fact, 
the Oct. 12, 2021 AES Phase I Environmental Site Assessment referred to, simply repeats the findings of 
the March 20, 2020 study, as provided by ISD, while mentioning that “According to Mr. Swain of AHBL, 
Inc., remediation of these soils is planned for May 2022,” suspiciously the date when ISD is claiming to 
start site clearance. No indication of contacting Ecology, of knowledge of the extent of contamination, of 
qualified professional abatement, or of long-term monitoring, are provided. (See p. 1816) Of further 
concern, the Oct. study states, “this Phase I ESA is intended to reduce, but not eliminate, uncertainty 
regarding the potential for RECs… While striving to present the most accurate scenario of the condition 
of the Subject Property, this assessment may reflect inaccurate or incomplete information provided by 
others. … the assessment is subjective, qualitative…” (p. 1819). Finally, of three significant gaps 
encountered that could alter its findings, the Oct. 19 study states, 1) “The Subject Property is large and 
significantly wooded. As such, there were extensive areas covered by leaves, blackberry bushes, and 
undergrowth, which could conceal potential RECs.  2) There was no access to the two structures, the 
original garage and pumphouse for the water tower, beneath the water tower because that area was 
secured by the operators of the cellular units on top of the water tower.” (pp. 1816-17)  
 
Condition 17: The City notes that it is unclear if lighting of the tennis courts will comply with IMC and 
asks for clarification. Yet MDNS II repeats twice, word for word, the full condition as found in MDNS (see 
# 57 and # 60), only adding the two words, “tennis courts” to a list of items in condition # 56, this 
presumably a referral to the TFWB Engineer’s lighting plan and photometrics design. Again, the City’s 
comments are virtually ignored. In fact, the full project lighting design, completed by TFWB 9/29/21 
(found on p. 2610 in PDF version of the Checklist with appendices), reveals still no lighting at the tennis 
courts, nor are they mentioned in the very brief TFWB memo, dated 11/12/21 (p. 2611). Of importance, 
however, the design clearly shows plans for installation of feeder panels for “future” lighting at the 
baseball and softball fields, in contradiction to Mitigation # 60: “No lighting shall be installed at the 
baseball/softball fields.” And still more alarming, it shows plans for immediate wiring and installation of 
speakers, in contradiction to Mitigation # 48: “A public address or similar noise amplification system is 
prohibited at the baseball and softball fields.”  
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Condition 19. Here the City observes the conflicting statements regarding idling in the MDNS and in the 
Checklist, and the need to replace the indication of “encourage” by “prohibit.”   Although SEPA II drops 
the MDNS mention of “encourage” in its revised Condition # 12 and replaces it word for word with the 
statement found in the SEPA I Checklist, it repeats verbatim the SEPA I statement using “encourage” in 
its revised Condition # 73, leaving the conflict of statements even less resolved, this conflict lying now 
within the list of conditions themselves. As well, the new documents ignore the City’s concrete request 
under this condition, that an enforcement mechanism be identified which includes contact information 
for the enforcing staff member. Finally, the mention of on-campus queuing space in Condition 63, as a 
means for reducing potential backups onto 228th Ave., in fact indicates that there is an expectation of 
backups, as occurs at virtually every other ISD school. A backed-up car has no option but to idle. 
 
Condition 20. The City’s request for a revision of the street construction to include frontage and capacity 
considerations extending further south than the 1,700 feet considered in SEPA I, is ignored and simply 
repeated almost verbatim in Condition # 64, the only change being a change in the verb from “shall” to 
“would.” The City’s comments also open a plethora of continuing incomplete, unresolved and un-
mitigatable issues which lie at the core of the entire project’s infeasibility in its present configuration:  1) 
The City of Sammamish still has not announced acceptance of a Right of Way (ROW) Permit application 
allowing for construction along the 1,700 feet lying within its municipal boundaries, making this revision 
premature and in need of withdrawal. 2) In the ISD Capital Levy plan of 12/14/21, only $ 4 million are 
budgeted for the entire street and frontage changes on 228th, a severe underestimate in itself, and one 
which continues to ignore the call in the City’s comment for a description of frontage construction in the 
portion of the project which lies along the same arterial roadway but within the City of Issaquah. 3) Also 
ignored are the hazardous landslide dangers found along this portion of the roadway, as reiterated in 
other comment letters to SEPA I, including the following: “The AES report is limited in that its scope 
covers only the 40 plus acres comprising the immediate project itself. Item B.1.d in the SEPA checklist 
asks: ‘Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity?’ The applicant 
response, that there are no indications or listing of unstable soils, is a gross untruth. The landslide map 
provided on the City of Issaquah Plan Annex, p. 13, published as part of the City of Issaquah Hazard 
Mitigation Plan (landslide map City_ of_ Issaquah_Annex) shows the presence of slopes exceeding 40% 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project, thus prone to landslides. A first is adjacent to the 
proposed emergency exit, on the north side of 228thAvenue/43rd Way. As indicated on the map, this slope 
is a downward continuation of the slope on the property requiring a retaining wall, and interrupted by 
228th Avenue, making the entire slope several times larger than what is indicated in the AES report. In 
fact, when looked at from the perspective of this slope, much of the proposed school site comprises the 
upper section of a steep slope interrupted by 228th Avenue and extending down to the east.”  There was 
a reason why the original Providence College construction on the site was located at the crest of the 
slope and did not extend beyond that.   
   
Condition 24. The City’s request to clarify the description of proposed project road construction at the 
SE 40th Street/228th Ave. intersection by offering a single appropriate mitigation measure, is entirely 
ignored. The two alternatives as stated in SEPA I are repeated verbatim in SEPA II. As with so many other 
items in the revised list, it is also debatable whether this proposed intersection project construction can 
be considered a mitigation, or if it is an integral component of the project. And again, in the absence of a 
ROW application, the entire Condition is premature, as is this SEPA process itself.   
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 4 

 Condition 25. The City’s strong recommendation to coordinate the establishment of a school-zone 
speed limit with the City of Sammamish, otherwise the measure likely being infeasible, is ignored. The 
earlier MDNS statement is simply repeated verbatim in # 69. 
     
Condition 26. The City’s request for revision of the CTMP (Construction Transportation Management 
Plan) to include a number of specifications, including prior approval by the two cities, and detailed 
information on controls, monitoring, and enforcement, is ignored.  The same condition is merely 
repeated verbatim in the revised Condition # 70 and not addressed elsewhere, indicating that a CTMP 
has not yet been developed.  
 
Condition 27. The City’s request for revision of the TMP (Transportation Management Plan) to include a 
number of specifications, including approval by the City of Issaquah prior to issuing the first Certificate 
of Occupancy for the project, as well as detailed information and reports, using alternative modes, is 
ignored. The same condition (# 27) is repeated verbatim in revised Condition # 71, and not addressed 
elsewhere, indicating that a TMP has not yet been developed. (A vaguely related item in revised # 63, 
that the District will provide bus transportation, can hardly be considered a mitigation, nor can the 
payment of transportation impact fees in accordance with IMC 3.7.1.) 
 
Condition 28. The City requested that a revision of the SEMP (School Event Management Plan) include 
provision of a completed SEMP to the two cities prior to their issuing the first Certificate of Occupancy 
for the project, as well as a number of specifications. Yet the same, unchanged condition (# 28) is 
repeated in revised Condition # 72, and not addressed elsewhere, indicating that the request was 
ignored and that there is no further development of a SEMP. 
 
As is demonstrated, the reissued MDNS of 12/09/21 ignores all of the thirteen condition revisions 
requested by the project’s main decision maker.  
 
OTHER COMMENTS RELATED TO THE REISSUED SEPA MDNS: 
 
Description of Proposal 
Background: 
The introductory paragraph and response to question # 7 (p. 2) of the Checklist of SEPA II make no 
mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement of construction of ES #17 and its corresponding $19 million 
transfer from the $34M earmarked for ES #17, to HS #4. There is no evidence whatsoever that ES will 
ever be needed. The 1,300 decrease in student enrollment since 2019 is only a forecast of further well-
documented expectations of decline, as couples wait longer to have children, have fewer, and overall 
populations decrease. Adding to this decline, both Sammamish and Issaquah, if I understand correctly, 
are nearing their GMA goal for dwelling unit capacity through 2036, and present resident growth has 
slowed dramatically. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public 
Facilities, and without the necessary funding, no permit for ES #17 should be considered. The proposed 
initial site clearing and pad preparation, should not take place. By removing ES # 17, as well as the 
entirely superfluous stadium, it is possible that the planned Capital Levy, a shameful waste of taxpayer 
funds, will not be needed.  
 
Reasons spelled out in paragraph 3 for elimination of other potential sites for the project “due to critical 
area limitations, topography concerns, access restrictions, … locations in areas far from student 
populations” all exist as well and very substantially on the proposed site. The Providence Heights site 
has difficult access resulting in only one entrance and excessive internal roadways, it has no safe means 
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for pedestrian or bicycle access, it is distant from student populations, and it has a small amount of 
developable land, as spelled out in the AAS for the FAR. Removal of elementary school # 17 and the 
excessive number of recreational facilities from the project, will allow consideration of more accessible 
properties closer to student populations, properties that also call for less infrastructure expenses. 
 
Existing Conditions and Site History: 
Because the proposal for rezoning of the property mentioned in paragraph 2 was considered a Non-
Project Action, the associated SEPA review did not require environmental considerations. The thirteen-
page SEPA rezoning checklist, dated 04/30/20, states “non-project action” in response to 74 questions, 
thus avoiding any consideration of “adverse environmental consequences associated with the redesign 
and rezone.” Such considerations also were not allowed in rezoning comment letters, at the rezoning 
hearing, or for the related appeal to the Growth Management Hearings Board. The present SEPA review 
is the first and only environmental consideration of the property.   
 
While there are two full paragraph descriptions of zoning standards that cite codes on page 2, there is 
no discussion of how these apply to the present proposal. And, in fact, the proposal itself is in flagrant 
violation of many of the very standards cited in these two paragraphs. The proposed facilities’ use, for 
example, is entirely incompatible with the surrounding uses, and the environmental impact of the 
proposed project on these neighboring uses is so very intense that it cannot be mitigated. The few 
alterations to the site plan described in the final paragraph are mere lip service and do virtually nothing 
to alleviate the well documented severe impact the project will have on neighboring properties and 
surrounding natural land and water features.   
 
Public Input: 
Rather than respond meaningfully to public comments as claimed here, the applicant has continued to 
stonewall and to refuse any meaningful discussion with concerned parties, a practice that began in mid-
2019 and continues unabated through the present MDNS, intentionally published during the holiday 
season and without required notification to concerned parties. Furthermore, a substantial number of 
the changes indicated here are related to the five AAS (Administrative Adjustment of Standards), 
submitted in June 2021, in particular the inability to meet the required FAR ratio of .75. (See AHBL 
formal request dated May 19, 2021, AAS 20-00012.) City code, to my understanding, does not allow for 
adjustments resulting from AAS’s to be used as mitigation, so a number of the cited changes cannot be 
of consideration in this reissued MDNS. Finally, in spite of the many, many reasonable and well-
documented recommendations for a reduction in the number of proposed structures on the land, the 
applicant has stubbornly stuck to its original plan, going so far as to insist on removing and covering one 
of the largest mature forest areas on the property with a concrete slab of no foreseeable use.   
 
Responsible Official:  
The assumptions of authority and conclusions found in the statement here are an exact duplication of 
those found in SEPA I, including the statement that many earlier comment letters faulted: “assumption 
of compliance of the proposal with State law and City of Issaquah ordinances.”  The author of this SEPA 
II MDNS appears to be intentionally ignoring and misinterpreting City Code throughout the document.          
     
 
The 78 so-called Mitigation Measures listed in the ISD Reissued SEPA MDNS  do not adhere to State 
policy and law, with which the responsible official is presumably familiar: “Consider environmental 
information (impacts, alternatives, and mitigation) before committing to any course of action; … Identify 
and evaluate probably impacts… including cumulative, short-term, long-term, direct and indirect 
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 6 

impacts…” …”make clear in what way, and to what extent the mitigation makes what is a significant 
impact, insignificant, and offer alternatives to avoid the need for mitigation.” Above all, the final 
directive, to offer alternatives that would avoid the need for mitigation, is flagrantly ignored.  
 
SEPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST, reissued 12/01/21, signed by Wayne E. Carlson, AHBL.   
 
Because the sort of thorough analysis that this 2,764-page checklist and appendices calls for is 
impossible to accomplish during the short comment period allowed, I will limit my comments here to 
just one item found in the City of Issaquah’s comment letter to SEPA I, and which was not addressed 
above, that of water.     
 
Water, Section B.3.a.1. The City calls for discussion of Laughing Jacob’s Creek and any potential 
stormwater related impacts, citing the preliminary nature of the May 2021 TIR.  
 
The water section of the checklist dealing with stormwater discharge and LJC is almost entirely 
unchanged, the existing paragraphs simply copied verbatim and reformatted. (These same paragraphs 
are copied, pasted as listed with numbers as mitigations in SEPA II MDNS.) The only change is the 
addition in both the Checklist and MDNS of three sentences (p. 18 in the Checklist and # 17 in the 
MDNS), adding that the proposed system “will trap sediment from stormwater for all stormwater as a 
secondary form of treatment, as well as “things like pine needles and sediment that could come from 
roof areas.” Overlooked in this addition is the obvious inability of the proposed system to trap all 
stormwater, including the considerable extra run-off and pollution that would result from the proposed 
widening of 228th Avenue SE, the addition of sidewalks, and run-off from the proposed extensive 
retaining walls located along 228th Avenue SE, all of which lie below and outside any planned on-site 
retention vaults. Until a ROW application is submitted to Sammamish which presumably will take this 
untreated water overflow into account, the present application is incomplete, and any stormwater 
overflow considerations are inaccurate.   
 
The two brief Project Memos related to Laughing Jacob’s Creek and stormwater run-off added since 
SEPA I (Appendix B4 and B7), do not meet the many remaining concerns about these two issues, as 
raised by the City of Issaquah. The AHBL “Laughing Jacobs Creek Project Discharge” Memo (B7), dated 
09/07/21 and carried out, incidentally, by the same company that did both checklists, and who is the 
main contractor for the entire project, raises a number of concerns. The first two long paragraphs 
merely state stormwater manual objectives. The third paragraph claims that AHBL was unable to find 
any adopted basin plans or studies, etc., for Laughing Jacob’s Creek by either Issaquah or Sammamish, 
thus ignoring the widely publicized and extensively detailed and informative Sammamish Laughing 
Jacobs Basin Plan, whose design began in Fall 2019, with community input to the draft sought in October 
2021, presentation to the Council in November, and planned adoption in January 2022.  
 
The LJC Basin spans about 3,600 acres across the communities of south Sammamish and North Issaquah. 
The portion of the creek in Sammamish is experiencing extensive flooding in numerous areas, from the 
creek’s source at Beaver Lake, throughout developments including run-off from ISD Sunnyside 
Elementary School and Pine Lake Middle School, and into the very drainage fields intended for 
stormwater overflow run-off into Sammamish from the proposed school project. This same flooding 
basin is intended as alternative for any overflow resulting from the proposed project overflow from the 
Providence Point stormwater retention system. (Plans for use of Providence Point’s system are not, to 
my knowledge, yet shared with Providence Point, suggesting that they may not yet be developed.) The 
appended AHBL study does admit that “a model combining the Issaquah and Sammamish portions of 
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the site has not been created,” though somehow claims, in spite of this, that the entire run-off will meet 
standards. This claim needs considerable peer study by an impartial expert.  
 
Of deepest concern, the site for much of the stormwater overflow discharge is a small culvert running 
under the entrance to Forest Village, a section of Providence Point. From the culvert, it empties into an 
uncovered steep ravine, a hazardous landslide area that has experienced landslides and shows evidence 
of continued slippage, before pouring into the creek. This creek area is possibly the most sensitive 
portion of the entire length of Laughing Jacob’s Creek, and is located just before it descends down a 
steep hillside and directly into Lake Sammamish. The addition of overflow discharge from a good 36 
acres of adjacent asphalt and impermeable surfaces into this already highly stressed and polluted steam, 
even with the proposed vaults, is nothing short of lunacy. As well, inevitable, every-increasing monsoon 
rains resulting from climate change, are ignored, even though these will inevitably fill the vaults, 
occasioning frequent and repeated overflow at the same rapid rate at which the basins are filled during 
the storms, resulting in torrential overflow of the culvert, consequential road destructions, and likely 
landslides into the steam. Who will be liable and financially responsible when this occurs? And finally, to 
my knowledge, no permit has been issued for the portion of the discharge located on the section of 
private land belonging to Providence Point.  
 
The second newly appended document, B4, a three-paragraph memo from Wetland Resources, dated 
September 10, 2021, relies entirely on claims by AHBL, adding nothing to alleviate the concerns stated 
above.  
 
Other SEPA Checklist Comment: 
While not listed in the City of Issaquah’s comments, I would like to conclude with one final observation 
which is related to the noise studies found in Appendix E, especially Figure 5B, p. 2,572 and the 
comment made two pages earlier: “Sound levels at all measurement locations were below daytime and 
nighttime code limits.” Figure B5 clearly shows the opposite. There are a large number of observations 
(shaded area above the code limit line) between the hours of 2:00 to 7:00 AM that are above the code 
limit. Any statistician knows that it is the peak levels that count in such a study, and that the use of 
average here is an intentional deception. In fact, looking at the peak levels, one could argue that the 
noise levels already violate Issaquah City Code (IMC 18.07.136). Even before construction of two 
schools, expansive ball fields and stadium, before clear cutting of forest, and installation of impermeable 
surfaces throughout, a means needs to be found to reduce the present noise levels to code. In order to 
meet code, it appears that any future construction on the Providence Heights property, should it occur, 
will need to be virtually silent.  
 

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short 
of adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. 
The need for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is 
indisputable, should the location and extent of the project not be entirely reconsidered. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Roberta S. Brown, Ph.D. 
Professor Emerita, Pacific Lutheran University 
22719 SE 43rd Ct. 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Larry Franks <pearsonfr@comcast.net>

Sent: Monday, January 3, 2022 4:51 PM

To: Tisha Gieser

Cc: 'Mullins, Tom   AD-Staff'; 'MARK TAYLOR'; Minnie Dhaliwal; Lucy Sloman; Cristina 

Haworth; Samuel Lin

Subject: RE: Action needed! - Re:  ISD @ PP

Tisha: 

I apologize for being a slow learner on the constraints over providing input on this issue.  Thank you for sharing 

the information with Ms. Haworth and Sloman at the same time.  I look forward to participating in the 

Development Commission hearing. 

Larry Franks 

BS Fisheries UW 1979 

FISH Delegate to the Salmon Recovery Council for Watershed Resource Inventory Area 8 (WRIA 8) 

Phone:  425.392.2571 (preferred) 

Cell:      425.922.9754 

From: Tisha Gieser <TishaG@issaquahwa.gov>  

Sent: Monday, January 3, 2022 12:34 PM 

To: Larry Franks <pearsonfr@comcast.net> 

Cc: City Council <CityCouncil@issaquahwa.gov>; 'Mullins, Tom AD-Staff' <MullinsT@issaquah.wednet.edu>; 'MARK 

TAYLOR' <3riverstu@gmail.com>; Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov>; Lucy Sloman <LucyS@issaquahwa.gov>; 

Cristina Haworth <cristinah@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: RE: Action needed! - Re: ISD @ PP 

Hi Larry, 

Due to the City Council’s future quasi-judicial decision on the Master Site Plan and Site Development Permit associated 

with the Providence Heights schools, the Issaquah City Council is unable to read or respond to correspondence on the 

projects. 

If you have comments you would like to submit or questions on the project, please contact the Project Planner, Cristina 

Haworth, at cristinah@issaquahwa.gov or Planning Manager Lucy Sloman at lucys@issaquahwa.gov. 

For your information, the Development Commission will hold the public hearing on this project, which has not been 

scheduled yet. We will ensure you are on the party of record list for this project so that you will receive notification of 

the public hearing and a copy of the decision when it is made.  

Because the City Council must make their decision based on the record created at the Development Commission, any 

comments you wish to provide must be submitted before the Development Commission recommendation is made or 

given at the public hearing at the Commission.   

Thank you, and a happy new year to you. 

-Tisha

Tisha Gieser 
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City Clerk | City of Issaquah  

425.837.3001 | tishag@issaquahwa.gov 

 

From: Larry Franks <pearsonfr@comcast.net>  

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 10:25 AM 

To: City Council <CityCouncil@issaquahwa.gov> 

Cc: 'Mullins, Tom AD-Staff' <MullinsT@issaquah.wednet.edu>; 'MARK TAYLOR' <3riverstu@gmail.com> 

Subject: FW: Action needed! - Re: ISD @ PP 

 

Respected Colleagues: 

 

Attached is a plea for public engagement in the process of developing a suitable mitigation plan for the 

proposed HS #4 and ES #17.  Yes, we need the schools.  And yes, we must preserve the ‘fishy’ nature of the 

Laughing Jacobs Creek watershed.  Let’s work together to make that happen. 

 

Larry Franks 

BS Fisheries UW 1979 

24001 SE 103rd St. 

Issaquah, WA  98027-8325 

 

Landline:  425.392.2571 

Cell:          425.922.9754 

 

 

 

From: MARK TAYLOR <3riverstu@gmail.com>  

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 6:34 AM 

To: pearsonfr@comcast.net 

Subject: Action needed! 

 

 
To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
TU Unlimited

  

 
 

Hello concerned chapter members!  The Issaquah School District (ISD) is proposing to build a 

huge school project on the Sammamish Plateau on the head waters of Laughing Jacobs 

Creek, that inadequitely addresses the impact on Laughing Jacobs Creek which is one of our 

few remaining kokanee strongholds.  After being sent back to the drawing board by 

concerned citizens including TU, they have created a second plan which is simply a rehash of 

the first plan. 

Here is a summary of the issues relative to the proposed construction of an elementary and 

high school at Providence Heights.  This is a 100,000 foot level summary.  To cut to the 

chase:  We are advocating that the ISD execute a full-up Environmental Impact Statement 
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(EIS) by a neutral party, and the deadline for comments to this effect is 12/23/2021.  Yes, 

tomorrow night! 

  

1. We need more schools.  Both present and expected school populations 

exceed present capacities.  A long search process resulted in the ISD 

choosing the Providence Heights area, and they purchased the 

property in 2018.  Clearly, they expect to build there.  

2. The site is 40+ acres, in the heart of the Laughing Jacobs Creek (LJC) 

watershed, one of the few remaining Lake Sammamish streams that 

harbor kokanee.  By the way, two of the three races of kokanee native 

to Lake Sammamish have been considered extinct, just in the last few 

decades.  This run is the last of the once numerous (10’s of 1,000’s of 

returning fish) runs. 

3. The current proposal will significantly reduce canopy, reduce 

vegetative buffers and create 900,000 square feet of impervious 

surfaces. 

4. The ISD claims that retention and mitigation efforts planned will result in 

NO changes to current runoff characteristics (high flows, muddy water, 

low flow and high temp in the summer/fall).  We do not believe that. 

5. Some definitions:  the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) is the 

repository of many of the actions that builders/developers must 

follow.  One of the deliverables is a Determination of Non-Significance 

(DNS), and if there is follow-on discussion, a Mitigated Determination of 

Non-Significance (MDNS) can be produced. 

6. The MDNS has a public response window, and MDNS #1 elicited 160+ 

public comments, none of which were positive.  All had concerns. 

7. The ISD then made some modifications to the plan, and MDNS #2 was 

produced. 

8. The public comment period for MDNS #2 is 12/23.  The timing seems 

odd, don’t you think?  Nothing else on your mind? 

9. There are a number of folks concerned with the impact of the proposed 

action, we are concerned with the impact to the LJC watershed, others 

for the impact of the anticipated 6,000 additional car trips per day 

expected, others with the noise of a full-scale sports stadium. 

10. The “Lead Agency” for the proposal is the ISD itself, so in a way, it is 

responsible for oversight of its own actions.  Hmmm. 

11. The primary contact for feedback is Tom 

Mullins SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
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The official documentation is available 

here:  https://apps.ecology.wa.gov/separ/Main/SEPA/Record.aspx?SEPANumber=202106360

Below is a sample letter sent to Mr. Mullins.  Please do what you can and flood 

him with comments! 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

  

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New 

Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

  

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

  

I write to you as a lifelong supporter of public education, one who voted for 

every public schools funding request that has come before me as a voter.  I 

believe in the importance of public education – but I also feel it is essential 

that new public school construction be done in a way that protects the 

environment and is based on a cooperative understanding of neighboring 

communities’ concerns and needs. 

  

When the Issaquah School District withdrew the first issued MDNS for new 

Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17, and announced retention of an outside consultant 

for the review process, I hoped that this would result in a comprehensive 

evaluation across the board.  Sadly, the Reissued MDNS is fatally flawed.  It is 

fatally flawed in its content.  It is fatally flawed in its methodology.  And it is 

fatally flawed by the process ISD chose to announce it and “seek” community 

responses.  Given all this, the Reissued MDNS is simply unacceptable, since 

the adverse environmental impacts that have been previously identified 

remain significant and unresolved.  The only acceptable outcome is to 

withdraw the Reissued MDNS, and issue a Determination of Significance with 

an accompanying, comprehensive Environmental Impact Statement instead. 
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Let me briefly note a few of the numerous examples of fatal flaws in content, 

methodology, and process: 

  

FLAWS IN CONTENT: 

  

1.   The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection 

expressed repeatedly in comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of 

proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant 

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 

replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major 

environmental impacts. 

2.   The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant 

adverse environmental impacts of a major component of the project, the 

improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with 

appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 

determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

3.   A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public 

comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done, nor is there any accounting of 

the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution. 

4.   The checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in 

the immediate vicinity ignores evidence clearly marked on maps in the City of 

Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately adjacent 

to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire 

length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s 

Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having 

experienced serious landslides.   

  

FLAWS IN METHODOLOGY: 

  

Given the claimed expertise of the consultant you brought in, it would have 

been responsible to direct him to do a comprehensive new study, including 

on-site inspection of the project site and nearby neighborhoods that will be 

severely affected by the project and new school operations.  Regretfully, there 

is no indication that this was done.  It appears that the consultant based his 

report on the materials and reports ISD provided him, since the new checklist 
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and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of 

previous documents. In facr, not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for 

revised mitigation appear to be heeded. 

It also is apparent that the consultant was not provided with updated 

materials and information on recent developments that have a direct bearing 

on the review.  For instance, in response to question # 7 on the revised 

checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement of 

construction of ES #17. 

  

It further appears that the consultant did not perform on-site inspection of 

the project site and nearby neighborhoods.  I have evidence that one 

community that will be directly affected by the project wrote to ISD and 

invited the consultant to make such an on-site visit.  Your designated 

representative rejected this reasonable request without explanation, and only 

offered a virtual meeting instead – and one in which the consultant would 

remain completely silent throughout!  When the community responded that 

such a virtual, one-way session would not provide the direct knowledge 

needed through an on-site visit, and renewed its request for the consultant to 

come for an on-the-ground review of the environment, your designated 

representative again rejected this very reasonable request. 

  

FLAWS IN PROCESS: 

  

The timing and process for issuing the Reissued SEPA MDNS also must be 

severely scrutinized.  The timing of the release, at the height of the Christmas 

holiday season, seemed to be designed to minimize community awareness 

and response.  This is reinforced by the December 23, 2021 deadline for 

submission of public comments.  

  

It is further reinforced by the extremely limited methods ISD chose to inform 

district residents and communities about the Reissued SEPA MDNS.  While ISD 

may have adhered to the minimal strict requirements for publicizing the 

release (and I’m not certain that is the case), district officials clearly made no 

effort to seriously inform the community.  I submitted comments on the first 

MDNS, as did many others I have spoken with – but none of them received an 

email, letter, or text from the Issaquah School District about the new MDNS, 

even though ISD had contact information for each of them.  ISD officials claim 

they believe in being “good neighbors” – but this calculating, manipulative 
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process raises serious doubts about their commitment or sincerity.  Similar 

doubts are raised by ISD’s proposal for a spring 2022 levy vote that would 

include more than $40 million in additional funding for the project – 

demanding more taxpayer funds when they could easily save money by (1) 

cutting out $15 million allotted for preparatory work on the elementary school 

ISD  recently announced it will postpone for an indefinite period, and (2) 

eliminating planned spending on grandstand and related facilities for the new 

high school, when it could easily share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) 

for interscholastic competitions. 

  

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental 

Checklist are woefully short of adequately addressing any of the multiple 

reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. They are fatally 

flawed in content, method, and process.  The need for a Determination of 

Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is 

indisputable, and they would enable ISD to “walk the walk” of being a good 

and environmentally responsible neighbor to the residents and communities 

of the school district.  

  

Merry Christmas and Thanks for your support, Mark 
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Sierra Carson

From: J. L. Wright <wrightfamily310@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, January 20, 2022 2:44 PM

To: Cristina Haworth

Cc: Lucy Sloman; Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Additional Material from Providence Point GAC

To help 
protect your 
privacy, 
Micro so ft 
Office 
prevented 
auto matic  
download of 

this pictu re  
from the  
In ternet.January 2022 ISD Public Records Comments Review - Final.xlsx 

Crisrtina 

On behalf of the Government Affairs Committe of the Providence Point Umbrella Board, please find the 

attached EXCEL spreadsheet. This spreadsheet is the work of members of the GAC which lists and describes 

what we believe describe the important comments made in response to the Issaquah School District's MNDS. 

Thank you. 

Larry Wright 
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Date From Providence Point? (Yes/No/Unsure) Template/Modified/Original Comments Quotes

12/21/21

Snoqualmie Tribes 

Department of 

Historic Preservation

no Original
We request further information regarding the contractors and how they 

identify cultural resources.

Adam Osbekaf No Original

12/21/21 Adele Scott yes sadele76@yahoo.gove Original

This project needs an independent SEPA study and until then, and the issues 

are mitigate, the answer is NO schools of these sizes on this piece of 

property.

12/22/21 Adrian Perachio yes Template

Totally ignored in the latest checklist is the instabilty of the soils and the 

hazards from landslides, the project stormwater investigation. This is of 

particular interest to me  because I live on the south side of Laughing Jaacob's 

Creek.

12/20/21 Adrienne Coltrain yes adriennecoltrain@msn.com Template

This revised SEPA still does not mitigate the most basic comments that the 

proposed structures are too great for this site. Also adverse storm water 

conditions, no mention of sharing facilities. It is woefully short of adequately 

addressing earlier concerns.

12/20/21 Althea Peterson yes Revised SEPA does not begin to mitigate all of our concerns.

12/23/21 Amy MacAuley yes amacaulay@cox.net Original
This doesn not begin to address the concerns I wrote about in my April 13 

letter. I am worried about the peace and quiet of the neighborhood, the 

degradation of nautral resources, and the stormwater situation.

12/23/21 Ann Fletcher no fletcherann@msn.con  255SE Andres St. Original I am a retured teacher with grandchildren still going to school in Issaqauh. 

This revision does not even begin to meet all of my concerns.

12/23/21 Anne Kolusek no 3639 @24th Pl Issaquah
This is not mitigation. It is simply reordering the previous documents. What 

about shared use with other schools?

12/21/21 Anna Lamb yes AnnL7727@aol.com 5150 23rd Ave SE Form Letter- no changes

12/23/21 Anna Yorba no  25025 SE Klahanie Blvd, @ 204 Form Letter - no changes

12/23/21 Anne E Fletcher no  255 SE Andrews St Form Letter - no changes

12/21/21
Robert and Marilyn 

Pettit
no minnied@issaquahwa.gov 5150 229thAve SE Form Letter - no changes

12/23/21 Brenda Kobh no  22131 SE 40th Lane Form Letter - no changes

12/23/21
Brian and Karen 

Ferris
yes

Form letter with changes:  There were flaws in methodolgy. More study 

needed!

12/23/21 Brian Huntoon no Brian@huntoonphoto,com
Please withdraw this MNDS. It does not address reality . It is just lip service to 

the ISD.

12/23/21
Patrick Mullaney 

Bellewood Attorney
no patrick.mulaney@stoel.com

I will send this letter separately. He is at Bellewood and is concerned about 

noise situations, adequate mitigation, vegetation bufferss. And offers some 

informed suggestions.

12/25/21 Barry Sheldon no barrywsheldon@gmail.com  365 224th Pl.SE Form Letter - no changes

12/22/21
Brian and Carol 

Nametame
no notmymami@yahoo.com 3941 226th Pl SE

There has been no consideration of previously sent letters.

12/22/21 Carol Feser yes Form Letter - no changes

12/23/21 Carol Cohoe No Original

12/23/21 Carole Hudson yes Form Letter - no changes

12/18/21 Carol Schmidt yes

I have great disappointment over this construction because I am a retired 

teacher and I loved my years as a teacher, I am stronly supportive of  

education, but the building or those two school plus the stadium is just too 

clost to where I live. Iam asking that the ISD would be better neighbors.

12/18/21 Caroline Fletcher yes Form Letter - no changes

12/18/21 Charles Judge yes cbjrmiser@yahoo.com What's the rush?
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12/23/21 Catherine Bessini no 1420 NW Gilman Blvd #2132 Second letter Concerned over the moving ahead over all the concerns just because they can 

and because they are not really listening to the community.

12/23/21 Bob and Jean Norris yes
We are 90 years old and we are facing the loss  of our peace and tranquility. It 

is all going to be taken away with the construction

12/23/21 Bonnie Price yes Form Letter - no changes

12/23/21 Brenda Koch  yes  rhtolepainter@gmail.com Form Letter - no changes

12/22/21 Brian Ferris MD yes brianandkaren@mac.con Template (flaws letter)

They feel that the construction should be done in a way that protects the 

environment. The new MDNS is fatally flawed in content, methodology, 

process, and in listening to the community. There needs to be a new MDNS 

with an accompnaying comprehensive Environmental Impact Statement.The 

new consultant did not visit the construction site and accompanying 

neighborhoods.

12/23/21 Cheryl Wagner yes
The new MDNS was woefully short of addressing environmental issues.

12/23/21 Minnie Dhawali no
Soil samples only to we inches - could be lead under there. Sound systems 

not being to be examined until installed.

12/23/21 Beverly Thorpe yes bjt40@comcast.net

I am a former teacher who has lived in several locations near high schools so I 

understand the congestion, noise, and traffic concerns that occur. I am 

opposed to this construction.

12/23/21 Chuck and Betty yes

We havce serious concerns for the impact of the marked increased traffice 

the building of the schools willl affect. I am a former school psychologist and 

support the schools, but we need to consider how these buildings will affect 

the fragile environment.

12/23/21
Bill Gerdts Trout 

Unlimited
no billg2166@gmail.com

Very concerned about the the impact on the Kokaneed salmon that spawn in 

Laughing Jacob's Creek. The construction could have a significant impact on 

them.

12/20/21 Andrea Ramsey yes starquilt@email.com Form Leter - no changes

12/18/21B Barbara Irish yes  bkirish@gmail.com
New resident to PP. Very concerned about environmental impact and traffic.

12/21/21 Arlen Boone yes aboone27@yahoo.com

12/21/21 Bernd Brink yes soundadhesives@juno.com Form Letter - no changes

12/23/21 Cheryl Wagner yes javalogB@ yahoo.com Form Letter - no changes

12/20/21 Clint Scott No I do not agree with any of the Providence Point assertions.

12/22/21

Connie Marsh - 

President Issaquah 

Evironmental Council - 

doubletakevintage@i

cloud.com

no Original

Instead of facing the clear and obvious reality of climate change the District 

has insisted that the past practices of tree cutting, wetland filling and single 

occupancy vehicles should continue to be the model for building taxpayer 

schools….As always I am embarrassed that my School District has so little 

feeling for both its neighborsand the planet. I keep thinking...”these are the 

people responsible for the education of the nextgeneration?” It is 

disheartening.

12/23/2021

Cory Christensen - 

corychristensen@co

mcast.net

Unsure Original

Many High School, College, and professional sports teams routinely share 

sports fields.  This is true for the NFL teams in both New York and Los 

Angeles.

12/22/21

Craig Nelson - 

craign@king-

electric.com

Unsure Template (flaws letter)

The letter below reflects my actions and thoughts in regard to supporting our 

publiceducation system and the responsibility we all have to protect the 

environment. While thewords below are not mine, I feel they are accurate, 

reasonable and justifiable. I hope youwill take them seriously.

12/18/21 Dale I Meyer yes Template

12/19/21 Dan Sreebny yes Original 

12/19/21 Dan Sreebny - mailed yes Same as 47
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12/22/21 Darlene Rateau yes Template

12/23/21

Darrell Rankin - 

22934 SE37th St. 

Sammamish, WA  

darrell.l.rankin@gmai

l.com

no Modified However, as an ISD and Sammamish resident, I  have concerns with the 

Reissued MDNS. There seems to be many open issues the haven’t yet been 

addressed relating to the proposed new high school:

12/20/21 David and Pat Aguiar yes Template
Additionally, we are speechless and dumbfounded that the ISD Director 

believes the Environmental Impact Statement is not required when a forest 

on a hill is clearcut and replaced with asphalt and buildings. 

12/23/21

david kappler - 

Issaquah Alps     

<davidkappler@hotm

ail.com>

no Original
In trying to meet so many needs on a site with a number of limitations and 

environmental impacts more environmental analysis is needed to protect the 

site and surrounding areas.To require a full EIS is justified and needed.

12/24/21

same as 52 but resent 

because no 

confirmation other 

was received

no

12/23/21

David Kyle - Trout 

Unlimited  

dkyle@tu.org

no Original

Trout Unlimited (TU) is a national non‐profit with over 300,000 members and 

supporters.  We are deeply concerned about the impact this development 

will have on the watershed, the struggling native kokanee salmon, ESA listed 

Puget Sound Chinook smolts, downstream infrastructure, and damage to 

public and private property 

12/17/21 David Miller yes Template

12/22/21

David Steele - 

Sammamish - 

steele443@aol.com

no Original
Of course you need to do a full EIS on any site where you are destroying 

habitat

12/20/21 Debbie Bayer yes Template

12/17/21 Deborah Koch yes Template

12/17/21 Deborah McConnell yes Template

12/22/21 Diana Sreebny yes Modified 

 I am particularly concerned about the threat your project will

pose to ground subsidence in the designated land and surrounding 

neighborhoods.

12/19/21 Diana Fleming yes Modified I am a teacher. My life’s work is education.

12/19/21 Diane Exeriede yes Original

The MDNS should be withdrawn as there was insufficient notice to “parties of 

interest” and the Public Notice posted on the property is difficult to access by 

the general public

12/19/21 Diane Phillips yes Template

12/21/21 Donald Isaacs yes Template

12/21/2021 

mailed
Donald Candee yes Template

12/20/21 Donna Henehan yes Template

12/23/21 Dorothy Sowell yes Template

12/21/21
Doug Brooks - 

doug@ultracad.com
yes Original

I believe this data clearly shows: The city of Issaquah currently has a noise 

level problem that requires mitigation before ANY consideration is given to 

INCREASING the traffic and noise levels by building an additional two schools 

using the same roadway. The misreading of the data in Figure B5 and the 

imprecise technical wording in the report raise questions about the veracity 

of the rest of the document.
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12/23/21

Kelli Sheldon - Dept 

of Ecology - 

kelli.sheldon@ecy.wa

.gov

no Original

The Phase I ESA also indicates that six vaulted polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) 

transformers were removed from Buildings C and E in August 2018. Ecology 

recommends sampling in the areas of the former transformers to ensure that no 

release occurred during their operation or removal. 

12/16/21 Linda Kandler yes Template

12/16/21 Ned Hubbard yes Template

12/22/21

Elaine Wood - 

outlook_ACBC3E2E65

C6A20B@outlook.co

m

no Original
I support the TU objections to your project. We need to protect the kokanee salmon on 

LaughingJacob Creek.

12/23/21 Elizabeth Callahan yes Template

12/18/21 Ellen Bondi yes Template

12/20/21 Ernest Wolf yes Modified

I very strongly support public education and have routinely voted forschool 

levies, including the one paying for your current projects which I first heard 

promoted by yourSuperintendent at a public church setting (but recall no 

mention of an additional stadium). Ron Thiel will rememberme and will recall 

subsequently attending PP committee meetings I chaired.

12/16/21
Eva Louise Hester 

(Eva Lin)
yes Template

12/16/21
Eva Louise Hester - 

mailed
yes

12/22/21

Fran Pope - member 

of Preserve 

Providence Heights - 

stmichaelsdean@aol.

com 

no Original

My second concern is about the stadium. Studies have shown that female 

students lose interest in STEMduring High School. I raised the possibility with 

the then president of the Issaquah School Board,Dr.Gallinger, that female 

students face the monument to boys sports every time them go into school 

passingthe focus of the campus, the football stadium...for boys. Girls, on the 

other hand, can literally andfiguratively stand on the sidelines and cheer with 

pom poms

12/18/21 Gail Chumbley yes Template

12/19/21 Gail Day yes Template

12/23/21 Gary Gray yes Template

12/17/21 Gary Reul - mailed yes Template

12/17/21 Gary Webb yes Original

I have always supported school levies in the past having had four sons who 

went through schools in Bellevue. But I can’t support your levies for the 

Issaquah School District.

12/21/21 Gaicomo Porcelli yes Template

12/22/21 Gloria Rodriguez yes Template

12/19/21

Gretchen Galer - 

Retired Jr./Sr. High 

teacher

yes Original

You still have not addressed environmentalconcerns adequately. I would bet 

that the vast majority of your high school students would agree that 

theenvironment is too precious to waste in this way.  Kids are very savvy 

about this and how it will hurt their futures.

12/19/21 Helga Heise yes Template

12/17/21 Ian Gilmour yes Template

12/20/21
Ilya & Marilyn 

Poleschuk
yes Modified Template (flaws letter)

Furthermore, our grievances with youand the ISD are not frivolous, and they 

have, once before, convincedyou to “table” this construction site for the 

elementary and highschool 

12/20/21 J Lawrence Wright yes Template

12/20/21 Jacalyn Beckmann yes Template

12/22/21 Jack Brautigam yes Template

12/23/21
James & Leona 

Persinger - mailed
yes Template
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12/22/21 James F Cole yes Template

12/21/21 James Frymier yes Template

12/20/21 James Hall yes Template

12/22/21 Jane Bird yes Original

These schools would better serve the community if the neighborhood 

hadchildren who could walk to school and utilize the property during non-

school hours.

12/19/21 Janet Allen yes Template

12/21/21

Janet Bird - 

Sammamish - 

birdandcat@aol.com

no Modified
Many of us remember the folly of cutting into the hillside at Talus and 

theresulting land movement. In the checklist there is no mention of the 

presence of hazardouslandslide areas.

12/22/21 Janet Claypool yes Modified

It is ironic that the Issaquah School District paper, which just arrived, 

highlights the traditional minimum land for a high school is “about” 40 acres, 

with 10 additional acres for an elementary school—which may not be 

needed.

12/18/21 Janice McKinley yes Modified

I wrote this letter not just as a resident of Providence Point but as a 20 year 

law enforcement veteran. The plans, as laid out, will be catastrophic in how 

they impact the environment, the residents, and the families whose children 

will attend these schools.

12/22/21 Jeff Matson yes Original

In summary, there are many gaps in the current MDNS. Besides the cost 

overruns and delays, other issues remain: increased traffic, security and 

safety issues for Providence Point and Bellewood, water runoff to Providence 

Point and pollution to Laughing Jacobs Creek, unnecessary football 

grandstands, light pollution, loss of natural vegetation, 

access by emergency vehicles to Providence Point, Bellewood Assisted Living, 

and Providence Marianwood during times of excess traffic.

12/17/21 Jeff Milner yes Template

12/23/21

Jennifer Kim-Rankin - 

Sammamish - 

jrkrankin@yahoo.co

m

no Modified

Impact assessment of traffic and congestion in the surrounding 

neighborhoods. If traffic isn’t properly controlled it has a very real potential 

to dramatically change traffic patterns near my home and the current quite 

nature of the area.

12/22/21

Jim Loring - Volunteer 

Hatchery Docent -  

jmsloring@gmail.com

no
Original - Forwarded an email from 

teachersNotbleachers@gmail.com
Why the rush? A December 23rd due date is simply unreasonable.

The ISD's ongoing conduct in regard to this project is undoubtedly of interest 

to the courts. Stop the evasiveness

12/20/21 Jo Winter yes Modified

The ISD and the City of Issaquah Government have been disrespectful and 

inconsiderate of residents already in the area who pay property taxes that 

fund and support both entities.

12/22/21 Joan Watson yes Template

12/18/21 Joanne Barr yes Modified

I cannot understand, that in today’s environmental chaos and urgent need to 

address all environmental issues, why the ISD feels it can disregard and not 

address any of the above issues adequately and place yourselves ‘above’ the 

need for legitimate environmental impacts resolutions casts a very dark 

shadow on all of you. Please do not let your entitlement destroy our 

community environment.

12/16/21 Joe Brown yes Modified
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12/21/21 John Harris yes Original

 I'm 100% against building schools at this location. First you want to build 

commuter schools instead of a neighborhood school.  My suggestion, land 

bank the property for 5 years and then see if the schools are still needed. In 

the meantime, do a REAL environmental study.

12/22/21

John Keppler - 23307 

SE 37th St, 

Sammamish 

no Modified

12/22/21 John O Gette - mailed yes Template

12/21/21 John & Judy Fountain yes Modified

To build a new stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions is a 

gross waste of taxpayers dollars and magnifies the amount of impermeable 

surfaces which have STILL not been mitigated and thus will cause major 

environmental impacts.

12/21/21 Joy Candee yes Template

12/20/21

Joyce 

Baldwin/jibaldwin7@

gmail.com 

Yes Original

"I am asking that the decision to build two schools and ball fields in proper 

adjoining be dropped.  Please take into consideration that we are a 

Community of Seniors and all the activity, traffic and noise that would be part 

of this plan would destroy our peace."

12/22/21 Joyce Haight (1) Yes - Only contains the words, "Regards, Joyce Haight"

12/22/21 Joyce Haight (2) Yes - Only contains the words, "Regards, Joyce Haight"

12/23/21

Judith McCudden 

<wtm523@comcast.n

et>

No - resident of Sammamish Highlands Original

"I feel that there is a clear conflict of interest by ISD in determining that a full 

EIS regarding the construction of new  schools on the Providence Heights 

property is unnecessary.   Additionally, it is nearly impossible to exit the 

Sammamish Highlands neighborhood onto 228th Avenue SE at the present  

time.  Increased traffic on this road will exacerbate the problem.  As a 

resident of Sammamish Highlands, I vehemently oppose the proposal to 

route traffic through my  neighborhood.  The number of school buses alone 

will have a major negative impact.  This is an absolutely inexcusable  

alternative.  The resultant increased flooding of Laughing Jacob’s Creek will 

further endanger wild fish stocks.  This flies in the face of  state and national 

environmental protection endeavors."

12/23/21
Judy Pluta 

<japluta@gmail.com>
Yes Original

"I am a resident of Issaquah and as a retired educator, I support quality 

education and facilities where there is an  enrollment need and the proposed 

228th site environmental impact been thoroughly explored by a study 

independent  of IDS...I support exploring use of current HS  facilities including 

shared Skyline athletic facilities and place the HS #4 project and ES #17 pad 

on hold and another site explored while a thorough SEPA MDNS at the 

proposed 228th site is completed by  an agency independent of IDS."

12/22/21

Judy and Chris Grant - 

Judya.grant@icloud.c

om

Yes Template

12/20/21

Judy and Dean 

Armbruster  

<judearmb@wavecab

le.com>;

Yes Template

12/23/21 Julia and Nelson Woo Yes Template
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12/22/21

Julie Koo  

<juliemkoo@yahoo.c

om>;

Unsure Modified (from flaws letter)

"Dear Mr. Mullins, as a parent whose kids have grown up in the Issaquah 

School District for the past 9 years, I strongly object to the reissued and 

MDNS and FULLY support Mark Taylor’s points below. It is particularly 

concerning that the timing of this release seems to manipulate and take 

advantage of parents’ attention. Please make decision responsibly that fairly 

alert the community of the impacts."

12/21/21

Kaarin and Jody 

Hughes  

<kaarinhughes@gmai

l.com>;

Yes Template

12/21/21

Karen Andersen  

<kareeande@yahoo.c

om>;

Yes Template

12/20/21

Karen Herring  

<slopewatcher@hot

mail.com>;

No - resident of Sammamish Template

12/21/21

Karen Matthews  

<kmatthews59@gmai

l.com>;

Yes Modified

"As an educator myself, I strongly support public education and routinely 

vote for school levies. I was pleased to hear that the Providence Heights 

property would be the home of new Issaquah Schools. However, I have

been very disappointed as an ISD resident with the handling of environmental 

issues by Issaquah School District."

12/20/21

Karl Plantinga  

<tenanker@yahoo.co

m>;

Yes Template

12/22/21 Kathleen Ege Yes Template

12/22/21

Kathryn (Kit) Cole 

<Kitcole61@gmail.co

m>;

Yes Template

12/22/21

Ken and Susan Brann 

<Kitcole61@gmail.co

m>; 

Yes Template

12/20/21

Keri Monroe  

<Kerimonroe@comca

st.net>;

Unsure Original

"I am a huge supporter of education, have raised 3 kids in the ISD, worked as 

a sub for the ISD and was on a committee for a new school opening and 

rezoning for the school district. I do have serious concerns with how the 

district has handled new schools as of late including the elementary school  

across from Klahanie and now this new proposed HS #4 and ES #17.  The 

traffic along Issaquah Pine Lake Rd for the latest ES caused huge traffic issues 

and I personally witnessed 3 accidents because of frustrated drivers whipping 

around as a result of long traffic delays."

12/20/21

Kimberly Johnson  

<kimjohnson99@gma

il.com>;

Yes Template

12/22/21

Kim Pittenger  

<kimjohnson99@gma

il.com>;

Unsure Template (flaws letter)

12/22/21

Kim Stanley  

<kimjohnson99@gma

il.com>;

No (lives at 2603 244 Ave SE Sammamish, WA 

98075)
Template Lists association with Beaver Lake Apiary and Backyard Wildlife Sanctuary.  

Says residence "Borders Laughing Jacobs Creek"
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12/23/21

Kirk Painter  

<kirkp@hotmail.com

>;

No Original

"After reviewing the mitigation documents, I am concerned that stormwater

control and treatment relies on devices that may require regular inspection 

and maintenance to continue to be effective in protection of aquatic life. 

Those devices may also have a finite service life after which they may require 

refurbishment or replacement to continue to meet specifications. As an 

engineer (although not civil or environmental) I would expect to see these 

issues addressed in mitigation documents as well as in subsequent project 

documents. Otherwise, I fear inspection maintenance and refurbishment may 

eventually be neglected, endangering aquatic life in the Lake Sammamish 

basin. Thank you for considering this input."

12/22/21

Klina Dupuy  

<klinatravels@gmail.

com>;

Yes Template

Letter 

postmarked 

12/18/21

Kristin Pearson-

Franks
No - Issaquah resident Original

"I, as a supporter of the Snoqualmie Tribe and the indigenous communities of 

the Puget Sound, have historical and legacy concerns for the local 

environment and natural resources that will be negatively impacted by this 

proposal."

Letter 

postmarked 

12/15/21

Larry Franks(1) No - Issaquah resident Same as #136

"I, as a supporter of the Snoqualmie Tribe and the indigenous communities of 

the Puget Sound, have historical and legacy concerns for the local 

environment and natural resources that will be negatively impacted by this 

proposal."

12/22/21

Larry Franks(2) 

<pearsonfr@comcast

.net>;

No - Issaquah resident
Original top note for Trout 

Unlimited letter

"Yes, we need the schools. And yes, we must preserve

the ‘fishy’ nature of the Laughing Jacobs Creek watershed. Let’s work 

together to make that happen."

12/21/21

Lee Ann Speake  

<laspeake@hotmail.c

om>;

Yes Template

12/18/21

Levi Peterson  

<laspeake@hotmail.c

om>;

Yes
Original top note for template 

letter

" As a resident of Forest Village, I foresee a dangerous augmentation in traffic 

in an already congested area and an enormous flux of traffic-soiled run-off 

water coming down Laughing Jacob's Creek if construction goes forward 

according to current planning. There will also be the nuisance of light and 

noise pollution on game nights."

12/17/21

Linda Brown  

<lindabrown531@ms

n.com>;

Yes Template

12/21/21

Linda Scott  

<scododo@gmail.co

m>;

Yes Original "I am in agreement that the building construction for the new school across 

from Providence Point village be stopped and project not go forward."

12/18/21

Linda Shepherd 

<ljsheprd1@comcast.

net>

No - Issaquah resident Template
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12/23/21

Linde R. Behringer 

<lindebehringer@gm

ail.com>

No - Sammamish resident Original

"I live on the mouth of george davis creek. When i bought my property 37 

years ago i bought it for the creek, the fish pond, and the tall trees.

Fast forward to having enough money to rebuild my house and return my 

part of george davis creek to salmon spawning habitat. i did it. It worked. 

Hundreds of kokanee showed up the year after iI did it. This year there were

kokanee in george davis....I know that fish people, trout unlimited people are 

normal people like me. They have on the ground experience with fish in lake 

Sammamish and they have a good ethical temperature-sense of doing what is 

right...Partnerships are important. Trout unlimited people have an oar in the 

water on what is right and good for fish. LIsten to them....."

12/20/21

Linda Alado  

<lalado@hotmail.co

m>;

Unsure Original

"I am writing to you to request that the Issaquah School District and the 

Issaquah School Board complete a FULL INDEPENDENT ENVIRONMENTAL 

IMPACT STUDY as part of your planning process before moving forward with 

the construct of the district's proposed projects. These are such critical times 

for our environment, and important that we ensure projects do not

negatively impact the Kokanee salmon breeding grounds and adjacent 

wetlands. Please do right by our environment and our tribes--our future 

depends on it!"

12/22/21

Linda Steele  

<bardgirlmail@gmail.

com>;

No - Sammamish resident Original

"Disappointed that the comment period ends during the busiest time of the 

year and many concerned sammamish and issaquah residents won’t know 

about this vital issue. Please commit to developing the new HS responsibly by 

having an EIS. It’s sad and really unfortunate that ISD is insisting there’s no 

need for one ; climate crisis is showing us again and again that we can’t 

sacrifice the planet for development. I understand the city and school district 

need the HS but we can’t sacrifice developing responsibility and that means 

we NEED an EIS."

12/21/21

Lois Dounis  

<alpdounis@gmail.co

m>;

Yes Template

12/21/21

Louise Weathers  

<lweathers1@gmail.c

om>;

Yes Template

12/22/21 Lucia DeRubeis Yes Template

12/22/21

Mack Hall  

<hall.mack@gmail.co

m>;

Unsure Template (flaws letter)

12/16/21

Maidong Jin & Meng 

Pan  

<mdjin@hotmail.com

>;

Yes Template

12/22/21

Manny Perez  

<manny@outlook.co

m>;

No - Sammamish resident Template

12/21/21

Marc & Nora Albert  

<emcsqard@yahoo.c

om>;

Yes Template
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12/22/21

Marcia Hope  

<m4m3hope@gmail.

com>;

Yes Original

"As I mentioned in my previous letters, I support Issaquah schools because 

my five children and most of my 11 grandchildren attended Briarwood, 

Maywood and Liberty schools. And, once again, I protest the process used to 

make the decision to build schools, fields, and a stadium on the property off 

SE 43rd Way. The new SEPA determination still does not address the issues of 

the major environmental impact of too many structures for the site nor the 

loss of the beautiful canopy of trees, the wetlands, and native vegetation. 

And the result of replacing these with buildings and asphalt

which will result in a stormwater run-off impact on Laughing Jacob's Creek 

and SE 43rd Way. And the impact on SE 43rd Way? It is often bottle-necked 

now. What happens when school buses, parents, teachers, and teenage 

drivers are added to the cars coming down from Sammamish? Will widening 

the roads help? Will it even work? City of Issaquah maps show unstable soils 

and the presence of hazardous landslide areas along 228th Ave. and 43rd 

Way. Why is this being ignored?

My previous letters addressed several other issues but this one focuses on 

the environmental impact because Issaquah has always prided itself on 

valuing the natural environment that blesses our city with its surrounding 

hills, beautiful parks and open natural areas. Since 1972, my family has 

enjoyed hiking the trails, and playing, swimming, and sharing picnics in

Issaquah parks. Ignoring environmental impacts when approving building 

permits will change that. I don't think residents should allow that to happen 

without expressing our concerns. Thank you for considering mine."

12/21/21

Marcia Weiszmann  

<mwcia112@yahoo.c

om>;

Yes Modified

"Also adding my own opinion. Yes, I copied this but I wouldn't have bothered 

if it didn't matter to me. Please listen to us. Do you really want to screw over 

people in their senior years? Come on. You'll be one of us one day too, and 

you'll want some peace. Trust me. Email me. I'd love to chat."

12/22/21 Maria & Bill Burke Yes Template

12/23/21

Mark Taylor 

emtbckt@msn.com 

President, Three 

Rivers Chapter of 

Trout Unlimited

No 
Original top note over Trouts 

Unlimited letter

"Hello Mr. Mullins. I would like to add my voice in supporting the Trout 

Unlimited Comments submitted by TU Staffer Dave Kyle, attached here. Our 

over 800 members and our community have been working long and hard to 

Protect and Restore our native salmon and trout. This project as written

would undermine a lot of the work done and planned for the Laughing Jacobs 

Basin. No one is debating the need for more schools. We also understand the 

desire to do the project economically. The technology and techniques to 

make this project environmentally safe are readily

available if you are willing to put in the effort. The costs of fixing problems 

and the litigation created by a poorly planned and built project like this far 

outweigh the costs of doing it correctly the first time. We urge you to do it 

right for the community."
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12/17/21
Martin & Ann Stieglitz  

<mastieg@msn.com>
Yes

Template, with added note at 

bottom

"The undersigned urge you to address the many concerns described above.

Further, we urge you to use the taxpayers’ dollars for better things than 

another redundant football stadium and an unjustified elementary school. 

You put future School Levies at risk by recklessly plowing ahead with the

project as planned."

Mailed letter 

dated 

12/19/21

Mary Anne Campbell Yes Template

12/23/21

Mary Deraitus  

<laff_n_live@yahoo.c

om>;

Yes Original

"Issaquah School District’s assertion that it’s unnecessary to conduct an 

environmental review of the property for the planned high school and 

elementary school sends a terrible message to future generations: that your 

future doesn’t matter. Now is the time for you and your colleagues to listen 

to three years’ worth of recommendations and issues [detailed]...Now is the 

time to look toward the future by:

Energy Lab and U.S. Department of Energy, which cost no more than 

conventional schools or even less.

gray water recycling, sustainably green play areas, and solar panels;

Alliance, the Trust for Public Land, and many others with expertise in these 

areas. 

Now is the time to develop this school campus in a way that preserves our 

local environment, the “Issaquah Alps,” as a place where our future 

generations can learn, work, and play. "

12/20/21

Fay Helmon  

<Monnoe46@hotmai

l.com>;

Yes Template

12/19/21

Mary Judd  

<maryejudd@msn.co

m>;

Yes Template
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12/23/21

Mary Wictor  

<wictormary@gmail.

com>;

No - Sammamish resident Original

"I have lived in Sammamish, WA since mid‐2000 and have two adult children 

who attended public schools. Also, I have been an active advocate for 

Stormwater management in the City of Sammamish now for 

7‐years...Removing trees adds to stormwater (SW), per Stormwater webinars 

I have watched, a deciduous can help with surface/stormwater about 20% 

and an evergreen tree can help reduce impacts by about 43%. Please retain 

any trees that can be kept, and ensure that re‐plantings are done and tended 

to & watered... Land disturbance changes the top soils, vegetation, and the 

ability to retain or infiltrate any surface or stormwater is 

reduced by compaction plus adding any types of gravel. AVOID and 

MINIMIZE, then MITIGATE where impacts cannot be avoided. [1st onsite, 

then offsite and do mitigation sequencing.]...please see the attached .pdf 

made from a short MS Powerpoint .ppt file using screen capture .jpg images 

from interactive Sammamish Property Tool GIS. Plan and build well, and don't 

be fooled thinking that it is ok for water to enter or run down to these 

mapped Critical Areas that are hazards or drain‐to them. Problems can be 

caused and start at the top, and really create downhill deleterious discharges 

above or though soils that are adverse impacts to public and/or private 

property, life/health risks, and to the environment including slopes, 

vegetation/habitat, wildlife and/or streams & lakes."

12/23/21

Matthew Farmer  

<mphrmr@gmail.co

m>;

No - Sammamish resident Template

Letter 

postmarked 

12/18/21

Maureen Price Yes Template
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12/21/21

Megan Ewing , 

Education 

Coordinator, FRIENDS 

OF THE ISSAQUAH 

SALMON HATCHERY 

(FISH) 

<education@issaqua

hfish.org>;

No Original

" I request that a full Environmental Impact Study (EIS) be conducted by an 

independent party to ensure that this project does not alter the Jacobs Creek 

watershed -- one of the streams key to kokanee recovery efforts. As you 

should know, Lake Sammamish kokanee are near extinction, with last year's 

run being only ~82 fish. These fish are not only important to the communities 

of Sammamish and Issaquah, with many local schools learning about their 

populations and the challenges they face (such as land development), but 

kokanee are also culturally significant to local Indigenous

communities like the Snoqualmie Tribe.

Many efforts have been made this year to increase acknowledgement and 

respect towards the Indigenous peoples of this region. However, further 

"stacking the odds" against the Kokanee could undermine this effort and the 

current recovery efforts the Snoqualmie tribe is a part of. To many salmon 

supporters, it seems reasonable that there is a high likelihood of damage

to kokanee salmon spawning grounds, adjacent wetlands, and property 

downstream based on the current project design. Without an independent 

Environmental Impact Study, how will ISD ensure that this is not the case? 

Further, the development of this project without an EIS would

contradict the spirit (and some of the specifics) of the recently passed 

Issaquah Climate Action Plan (ICAP) such as increasing tree canopy and 

reducing emissions. I want to see these schools get built, but at what cost?"

12/22/21

Melanie Kelsey  

<makelsey@comcast.

net>;

No - Sammamish resident Original

"I urge the Issaquah School District to undertake a FULL, independent 

environmental impact study for the proposed HS #4 and proposed 

elementary #17. The location that these schools will be going into

is critical for the Kokanee salmon (little red fish) and it is irresponsible for ISD 

to not do a full study on the impact these schools will have on the 

environment."

12/20/21

Meredith Prock  

<meredithprock@pro

ck.com>;

Yes Template

12/20/21

Michele Williams  

<mickiwms@gmail.co

m>;

Yes Template

12/20/21

Michelle Denis  

<Michelle.Denis@hm

carchitects.com>;

Yes
Template with added sentence at 

top

"It concerns me that I need to contact you again about an issue I consider to 

be a no-brainer and an opportunity for ISD to show who they really are and 

do the right thing. "

12/21/21

Jane Stansbury  

<njstansbury_2000@

yahoo.com>;

Yes Modified

"While I am a lay person, who has not been involved in the area of city 

government or its rules, the reissued MDNS simply does not review many of 

the objections for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS...Please understand I 

strongly support education, and ask that a Determination of

Significance with an accompanying environmental Impact Statement be 

required."

12/18/21

Nancy Schuldt  

<180mochamom@g

mail.com>;

Yes Template
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12/21/21

Nelson and Julia Woo  

<woochval@yahoo.c

om>;

Yes Original

Includes photo showing runoff location in Forest Village, and graph of sound 

levels.  "I saw the graph from Greenbusch Group on a noise study done at the 

edge of a Providence Point resident property, showing the street noise during 

a 24-hour cycle is already pushing the limits of the (WAC)

173.60.040. See graph attached. As a matter of fact, the average noise level 

had exceeded the limits from 5 to 7 am. With the pending road expansions 

and site improvements, I would expect the same graph to show many more 

periods that the noise will well exceed the limits. I would like to see some 

modeling work done by Greenbusch Group to show what the future graph 

would look like."

12/20/21

Paige Witmer  

<paige.k.witmer@gm

ail.com>;

Unsure Original 

"As a former teacher, I understand the importance and significance of 

increased spaces and infrastructure for school districts. However, when 

beginning new projects, it is essential to consider all factors that could be 

affected. With the state of climate change and our decreasing salmon 

populations, it’s our responsibility to make sure we are not contributing to 

further harm."

12/23/21

Pamela Hamblen  

<pamelahamblen@h

otmail.com>;

Yes Template

12/20/21

Pamela Rains  

<raindance427@gmai

l.com>;

Yes Template

Attempt to open Google Doc link leads to "Bad Gateway" page

12/23/21

Patricia Hong  

<patti.hong@gmail.c

om>;

Yes Modified

"My name is Patricia Hong, and I am a resident at Providence Point in 

Issaquah WA. My condominium building overlooks the north border of the 

proposed site for the schools identified above. My windows look directly at 

left field of the proposed softball field as well as the east end of the proposed 

stadium and grandstand...I urge the ISD to implement a way for interested 

parties to be automatically notified of any changes/updates to the 

construction plan rather than requiring that parties monitor for changes. The 

City of Issaquah does this successfully, and the ISD should follow their lead."

12/19/21
Patricia Mulhall  

<pmul@juno.com>;
Yes Template

12/22/21

Patricia Simon  

<patricia.a.simon@g

mail.com>;

Yes Template

12/22/21

Patti Lee  

<809charlie@gmail.c

om>;

Yes Template

12/20/21

Patty Baldwin  

<PBALDWIN4@msn.c

om>;

Yes Template

12/20/21

Paul Dupuy  

<pdupuy9@icloud.co

m>;

Yes Template

12/20/21

Penny Miller  

<inquisitive7plm@gm

ail.com>;

Yes Template

12/17/21

Penny Milner  

<pennymilner60@gm

ail.com>;

Yes Template
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Letter 

postmarked 

12/21/21

Pete R. Fund Yes Template

21-Dec Peter Hersch Y no

From my perspective only one fair-minded approach is available for all 

concerned. An Environmental Impact Statement would provide a 

wealth of information from which our answer may well become self-

evident. At the very least we would have the ability to make an 

informed decision. Without the EIS the entire communities of Issaquah 

and Sammamish will suffer unintended consequences of poor 

judgment.

"For surely we are not now simply contending in order that my view or 

that of yours may prevail, but I presume that we ought both of us to be 

fighting for the truth."   Socrates 

23-Dec Peter Starcevich Y Y

21-Dec Richard Akutagawa Y Original

Asking ISD to see this from 

perspective of a PP senior 

resident

22-Dec Rachel Wright Owner original

bought for her elderly mother, 

concerned about quality of life

23-Dec Richard Farmer N Original

Past Pres of 3 Rivers Chapter of 

Trout Unlimited

I am optimistic that a school can be sited and used there; but we have 

to do it right in the first place. There are no do-overs if a species goes 

extinct. 

22-Dec

Richard Furlong, 

MD Y Flaws template

20-Dec Rick Johnson Y Flaws template

21-Dec same as 196

21-Dec Richard Kerr Y Y

21-Dec Rita McGreevey Y Y

22-Dec Robert Hills N Flaws template Trouts Unlimited?

16-Dec same as 200

22-Dec Ron Imhoff Y Original

Details of what is not addressed 

in new MDNS

22-Dec Robert Fletcher Y Y

22-Dec Rob Michelson Y Y

21-Dec Robert Beck Y Y

23-Dec Robert Thorpe N Original

Runs a company that does 

SEPA/MDNS, with Trout 

Unlimited

I served as Assistant Director of Planning/SEPA Official Mercer Island' 

71‐76 and development and adoption. Staff WSDOE SEPA Guidelines  

Have served as SEPA Official for numerous Washington jurisdiction ,As 

a private consultant (RWThorpe/Assoc ‐ for 45 years authored several 

hundred SEPA EIS/Checklists‐‐many related to Sammamish Plataeu ( 

see www.rwta.com)  The3 Rivers and other organizations  I am 

members of and myself join in supporting 3 Rivers TU requests for !.A 

Public Record‐Hearing Required by WS  SEPA Guidelines,to hear 

testimony from experts ,relevant organizations and citizens/neighbors.   

Then authorize/finance Technical Studies by Experts in relevant 

environmental issues  to be incorporated in WDEIS. DEIS and FEISs for 

this p proposal.
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23-Dec Roberta Brown y original

This is a 20 page very detailed 

and well documented detailed 

objections  Rick should read.

I was looking forward to this reissued SEPA Determination, in the hope 

that it would be satisfactory, allowing the project to move forward. To 

my disappointment, however, I find virtually no attempt in the entire 

2,776 pages, which I have read, to acknowledge or remedy the many 

reasons occasioning the withdrawal of July’s Draft MDNS. Instead, the 

Reissued SEPA MDNS of 12/09 and SEPA Environmental Checklist 

of12/01 consist of padding through insertion of narratives from other 

sources, repetition, reformatting, vague, meaningless, and 

unenforceable mitigations, and other listed mitigations which in fact 

are standard, required operational and maintenance.

21-Dec Robin Kelley N Original

Exec Dir. Friend of Issaquah 

Salmon Hatchery

Again, a very detailed letter with multiple specific objections.  Rick 

should read

22-Dec Robin Wright ? Y

Not in PP phone directory May 

be Samm Hgts

20-Dec Ron Imhoff Y Y

19-Dec Ron Paul y y

18-Dec Ron White Y Y

21-Dec Rosalyn Leban N Original

The district must complete a full environmental impact study before 

proceeding. I grew up seeing the long-term effects of projects on Lake 

Sammamish on salmon and other river animals. The populations still 

haven’t recovered. Issaquah School District is responsible for our 

children’s future. That must include protecting the environment so that 

the next generation can grow up in a livable world. Please complete a 

full and unbiased impact assessment. 

23-Dec Ruth Carver Y Y

20-Dec

Ruth and David 

Peckarsky Y Y

21-Dec Sally Mogle Y Y

16-Dec Sam Lin Y Y

This is the mailed version of 216 

email; impressive credentials!

16-Dec Sam Lin Y Y see above

21-Dec Sam Lin Y Y

Copy of letter from  R 

Akutagawa

20-Dec

Selene 

Richardson/Risso N Original

Snoq Tribe and environmental 

groups

Please listen to the requests of the Snoqualmie Tribe and 

environmental groups and conduct a full and independent 

environmental impact study for proposed projects.  Currently, two 

proposed development projects may affect wetlands that are crucial 

for Kokanee salmon in Lake Sammamish. 
21-Dec Sharlene Taylor y y

20-Dec Sharon Best y y

19-Dec Sharon Wright Y modified

adds concern for salmon to 

letter

17-Dec Sharon Bernhardt Y Y Pres of PPUA

23-Dec Sharon Wells Y Y

20-Dec Sheila Couey y y
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22-Dec Sherrie Mill Y original

ex school board member, 

worked on levie campaigns

I served on the Bellevue School Board and chaired many levy 

campaigns over the years.  In fact, I helped pass one of your levies 

when I chaired a levy coalition of 12 districts from Federal Way to 

Edmonds.  In 1992, in the midst of a recession, we were able to 

successfully pass all of the levies because of the cooperation among 

the many districts, the Washington Roundtable, and our own 

community and business partnerships.  I’m hoping that the Issaquah 

school district and Providence Point can likewise work together to 

develop a plan that addresses the needs of both parties………My 

primary concern is for the protection against landslide given ISD’s 

planned footprint and elimination of the natural surface that helps 

absorb water runoff.  I can’t believe your l district would want to be 

responsible for potential landslides and flooding of Forest Village or the 

loss of timely access by emergency vehicles, if our main road were to 

be flooded.  I look forward to a more comprehensive plan to address 

this issue.

20-Dec Shirleann Nold Y Y

22-Dec Shyla Steinthal N original SAVE THE FISH! STOP THE SCHOOL!

20-Dec Sofia Choi n original ISD student

I am Sofia Choi, a student of the Issaquah School District. Our school 

district occupies Indigenous land. Indigenous people have worked tirelessly 

to mend their homes that have been, and continue to be, wrecked by 

colonization. The Snoquolmie Tribe ensured that the Kokanee fish 

population is restored (again, in spite of settler and colonial efforts that 

would have destroyed them). The Issaquah School Districts potential 

projects have the ability to undo this work and continue this legacy of 

colonial violence against Indigenous people and their lands. It’s imperative 

that a full, Independent environmental impact study be completed before 

any further steps are taken. Thank you

21-Dec Sondra Erickson Y Y

18-Dec Stephanie Schomler Y Y

20-Dec Steve Iland N Y

22-Dec Steve Laing N original Concern for salmon

The current proposal still significantly reduces the canopy and 

vegetation buffers necessary to help prevent serious runoff, and the 

impervious surfaces of the driveways and huge parking areas, along 

with thousands of additional vehicles using those surfaces will only add 

to the problem. Not to mention all the chemicals that will be applied to 

keep the ball fields green and weedfree. These will surely have a 

serious impact on the water quality of Laughing Jacobs Creek...

23-Dec Steven Sowell Y Y

18-Dec Susan Blake Y Y

19-Dec Susan Chew Y original

I am ashamed to live in a school district that is so dismissive of the 

residents of the city it represents. The Issaquah School  District  has  

shown  absolutely  no  interest  in  seeking  compromise  to  the  

construction  of  its  proposed facilities.

18-Dec Susan Edson Y Y

21-Dec Sue Dyer Y Y

19-Dec Ted Schuldt Y Y
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22-Dec Terry Swiatkowski N? original I think Samm Hgts person

I am sure you have gotten emails regarding specifics on the impact of the 

construction on Laughing Jacobs Creek and the unique situation with the 

salmon habitat.  Since the damage to the watershed cannot be undone after 

the project is started and the school is in operation environmental studies 

must be as accurate as possible.  I cannot imagine how much work goes into 

overall planning on a project like this but please make sure a diligent and 

unbiased study is done to verify the construction and school operation will 

not degrade the habitat.

20-Dec

Thomas and Harriet 

Glass Y Y

23-Dec Thomas Elliott N Y Samm Hgts

23-Dec Timorthy R Brown Y Original

Focus on Noise/sound impacts 

with lots of really good data plus 

excellent credentials to evaluate 

this

Conclusion: The noise studies are incomplete and do not seek to 

determine the overall sound impact of building the schools on 

Providence Point. Without a comprehensive analysis of all the sound 

sources, it should be assumed that all the noise levels after the schools 

are built will be above the threshold for extensive time periods each 

school day.

21-Dec Tommy Yang ? Original Samm Hgts? …believe this proposal will bring more consequences than benefits.

20-Dec Uma Coimbature ? Y

19-Dec Vicki Arnold Y Y

22-Dec Walter McCudden N -Samm Hgts Original

Lives in Samm Hgts Rick A 

should read this one.

1.   Any degradation to Laughing Jacobs Creek flies in the face of 

environmental regulations which attempt to rescue threatened wild 

fish stocks./ 2.   228th Ave SE is already significantly over-trafficked, 

particularly during commute times.   On many occasions, my attempts 

to exit Sammamish Highlands onto 228 south are unsuccessful, 

requiring me to turn   around and exit the neighborhood by the fire 

station…. /3.   Sending 228th traffic through Sammamish  Highlands’ 

residential neighborhood would be an abomination, both by virtue of 

the inadequacy of the roads to handle that level  of traffic as well as its  

residential nature . / 4.   all required environmental requirements and 

considerations must be honored; we did not choose to live here to 

become another Seattle.         

22-Dec Wayne Gullstad N Original another Samm Hgts person?

We are dependable and enthusiastic supporters of the school district. 

And we will fully support the building of HS #4 and ES #17 UNLESS we 

determine the school district took shortcuts on the SEPA process and 

failed to properly mitigate the unavoidable ecological impacts on the 

stream headwaters. /So best of luck. I am sure the new schools will be 

spectacular and will serve the community well. But please ensure that 

the school district is also serving the community by allowing unbiased 

assessments of environmental impact to guide the mitigation efforts.
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Wayne Jelcom N Original

Samm Hgts person, 30+ Plateau 

resident

I also have spent over a decade volunteering to help restore the 

Kokanee runs in the streams flowing into Lake Sammamish. Restoring 

native vegetation along creeks, counting Kokanee fry as they return to 

the lake and spawners returning to the creeks. Between the added 

900K square ft of impervious surfaces and an additional 6K car trips per 

day are huge concern to me. Recent studies by the University of 

Washington show that runoff from roads killed returning salmon to 

Lake Washington in minutes (due to chemicals use in the process of 

making tires). One has to wonder what this project will do to our fragile 

Kokanee runs. A full assessment needs to be done to address all the 

issues stated below. Failure to do so will further destroy the 

environment that my family moved to in the first place.

18-Dec Wendy Orcajo Y Y

22-Dec Bill Eades Y Y

17-Dec Bill Hickman Y Y

20-Dec William Miller Y Original

Question of legality of the 

eminent domain process by 

which the property was 

acquired because it blocked due 

process.  Lots of legal quotes Rick A needs to read this one

13-Dec Dave Osmer Y Y

23-Dec Dave Osmer Y original

This is a poem called I Do Not Like You ISD.  Play on Dr Suess Green Eggs 

and Ham  Very clever!

22-Dec William Vernie N Original Template (Flaws Letter)

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying 

Environmental Checklist arewoefully short of adequately addressing any 

of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawalof the 7/27/21 MDNS. 

They are fatally flawed in content, method, and process. The need for 

aDetermination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental 

Impact Statement isindisputable, and they would enable ISD to “walk 

the walk” of being a good andenvironmentally responsible neighbor to 

the residents and communities of the school district.

22-Dec Zafar Khan Y Y
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Sierra Carson

From: Ron Paul <thepauls.wa@icloud.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 19, 2021 11:00 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: “Reissued SEPA Mitigation Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS)” is here

Attachments: iSD letter 12-18-21.docx

 Ron Paul 

Thepauls.wa@gmail.com 

ProSent from my iPad Pro 
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Date: December 19, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
A personal note  
 
 

I concur with all of the statements on this letter. And I want to add my personal comment 
 
I have been a resident in the Issaquah area for over 30 years. I have supported, and paid 
for, many ISD projects.  
However, I have been shocked and angered by the approach that ISD has taken on this 
project. You have ignored many of the environmental, social, and residential impact of 
this project. How do you sleep at night? Shame on you! 
 
Ron Paul 
 
4262. 224 Court SE., Issaquah WA 98029 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  
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5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Name, full address, (email – optional)  
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From: Dave Osmer <osmerdave@outlook.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 1:18 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Issaquah Schoolboard; Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Additional Comments on Reissued SEPA MDNS

December 23, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Additional Comments on Reissued SEPA MDNS, Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

I Do Not Like You ISD 

I do not like you ISD. 

I do not like you killing trees. 

I do not like you on our hill. 

I do not like you on my bill. 

I do not like green eggs and ham. 

And I do not like your traffic jam. 

I do not like your awful noise. 

That goes with all your busses, girls and boys. 

I do not like your bright lights at night. 

I do not like their ugly sight. 

I do not like your stinky air. 

And I do not like that you don’t care. 

I do not like your stormwater flood. 

Why don’t you act the way you should? 

I do not like you messing up our Creek. 

I’d like to punch you on the cheek. 

I do not like you killing Salmon. 

Are you trying to cause a famine? 

I do not like you Tom and Thiele. 

You refuse to make with us a deal. 
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I do not like you in our ‘hood. 

I hope you clearly understood. 

 

Yours truly, 

 

 

W.D. Osmer 

Issaquah, WA 
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From: Linda Kandler <lindavkandler@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 16, 2021 3:35 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com; Edward Kandler

Subject: Attn: Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects, Issaquah School District.  RE: Reissued 

SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and 

ES #17

Attachments: Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17.pdf

Attention:   

Tom Mullins 

Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Please see the attached pdf.   

E D W A R D   &   L I N D A   K A N D L E R   

3 6 1 9   2 2 5 t h   P l   S E ,   I s s a q u a h ,   W A   9 8 0 2 9 

4 2 5 . 6 7 7 . 6  9 9 3    L I N D A   C E L L 

L I N D A V K A N D L E R @ G M A I L . C O M    E M A I L 
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December 16, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 

We strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as Issaquah School District 
residents, we have serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain 
significant:  
 

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 
comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 
documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 
of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
 
 

Edward R. and Linda V. Kandler 
3619 225th Pl SE 
Issaquah, WA 98027 
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From: SHARON BERNHARDT <sbernhardt89@comcast.net>

Sent: Thursday, December 16, 2021 8:59 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: cc: Letter to Tom Mullins re SEPA Comments

Date:  December 17, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects  
Issaquah School District No 411  
5150 220th Avenue SE  
Issaquah, WA 98029  
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu  
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and 
ES #17  

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I 
have serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain 
significant:  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in
comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The
resulting loss of significant tree  canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of
previous documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be
heeded.
.
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental
impacts of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of
Way (ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the
present
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier
MDNS, is not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related
pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s
indefinite postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful
analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for
needed capacity into the
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public
Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.
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6.  In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the 
MDNS, it is stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of 
facilities between schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In 
comment letters on the  
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions.  
 
7.  Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate 
vicinity, is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous 
landslide areas immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., 
along the entire length of  
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project 
stormwater discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.  
 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully 
short of adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 
MDNS. The need for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact 
Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly,  
 
Sharon H. Bernhardt   
22425 SE Highland Lane,, #204  
Issaquah, WA  98029  
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From: Diana Fleming <pianodiana4@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 19, 2021 5:20 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Comment letter attached

Attachments: ISD letter.docx

ATTN: Tom Mullins, 

Urgent, time dated letter attached. 

Dr. Diana Fleming 

4406 Providence Point Pl SE, Unit 202 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects     December 18, 2021 
 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES 
#17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I am a teacher. My life’s work is education. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns with the 
Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. 
The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost 
complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental 
impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of 

previous documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to 
be heeded.  

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental 
impacts of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of 
Way (ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the 
present determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier 
MDNS, is not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related 
pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity 
into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for 
Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be 
considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the 
MDNS, it is stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of 
facilities between schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In 
comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 
share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate 
vicinity, is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous 
landslide areas immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., 
along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek 
including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   
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In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short 
of adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. 
The need for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is 
indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
 
Dr. Diana Fleming 
4406 Providence Point PL SE, Unit 202 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Pianodiana4@gmail.com  
 
  

mailto:Pianodiana4@gmail.com
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From: Darcy Sreebny <darcysreebny@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 11:55 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com; Dan Sreebny; Darcy Sreebny

Subject: Comment of Concern on Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance 

(MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17

December 22, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  I am 
particularly concerned about the threat your project will pose to ground subsidence in the designated land and 
surrounding neighborhoods.  Your Reissued MDNS fails to address this and other serious environmental 
issues.  I simply do not understand why you and your team have wasted so much time fighting reasonable 
respects for environmental and fiscal responsibility from ISD residents and neighborhoods that will be affected 
by your project as proposed.  I urge you to do the right thing, recognize the serious flaws undermining the 
Reissued MDNS, withdraw it, and give your full support to doing a comprehensive environmental impact study 
and statement of the proposed project.  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in
comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.
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3.    The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental 
impacts of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way 
(ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4.    A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, 
is not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5.    In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6.    In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it 
is stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities 
between schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on 
the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7.    Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate 
vicinity, is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide 
areas immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire 
length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project 
stormwater discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for 
a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable. 

  

Yours truly, 

Diana C. Sreebny 
22618 SE 44th Place 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
darcysreebny@yahoo.com 
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From: Nicholas Wells <nickwells49@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 3:22 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Comment on ISD SEPA #2

Attachments: Comment Letter for SEPA TWO.docx

Attached are my comments regarding the reissuance of the MDNS by the Issaquah School District. I would appreciate 

these being entered into you record. 

Thank you. 

Nicholas Wells 

nickwells49@gmail.com
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December 23, 2021 
 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. But I find myself at this juncture in my 

life forced to rethink my belief in the value of that support and routine vote. As a resident of the Issaquah School 

District, I have strong and serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts that 

have been previously identified remain significant and unresolved.  These are:  
 

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments 

on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that there are too many proposed structures for the site. The resulting loss of 
significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by 

impermeable surfaces, as is still being proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 
documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of 

a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 

application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination 
is incomplete, and I believe is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 

not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  
5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 

postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 

District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 

foreseeable future. Without proof of need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 

stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 

MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium, 

including grandstand facilities, for interscholastic competitions. 
7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is 

evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 

immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the 

south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek, including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides. 

 

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for 

a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  

 
Yours truly, 

 

Nicholas Wells 

22431 SE Highland Lane 
Issaquah, WA 98029 

Nickwells49@gmail.com  
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From: Ned Hubbard <ned@hubbardconsulting.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 16, 2021 5:29 PM

To: 'Tom Mullins'

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; Dave Osmer

Subject: Comment on Reissued MDNS

Attachments: Final SEPA Comment_121621.docx

Please see the attached. 

Respectfully,   

Edward Hubbard 
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Date: December 16, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
 
Edward Hubbard, 3677 224th Pl SE, Issaquah, WA 98029  
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From: Daniel Sreebny <dsreebny@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 19, 2021 11:33 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; Dave Osmer; Daniel Sreebny

Subject: Comment on Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New 

Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17

December 19, 2021

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects
Issaquah School District No 411
5150 220th Avenue SE
Issaquah, WA 98029
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17

Dear Mr. Mullins,

I write to you as a lifelong supporter of public education, one who voted for every public schools funding request that has 
come before me as a voter.  I believe in the importance of public education – but I also feel it is essential that new public 
school construction be done in a way that protects the environment and is based on a cooperative understanding of 
neighboring communities’ concerns and needs.

When the Issaquah School District withdrew the first issued MDNS for new Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17, and announced 
retention of an outside consultant for the review process, I hoped that this would result in a comprehensive evaluation 
across the board.  Sadly, the Reissued MDNS is fatally flawed.  It is fatally flawed in its content.  It is fatally flawed in its 
methodology.  And it is fatally flawed by the process ISD chose to announce it and “seek” community responses.  Given 
all this, the Reissued MDNS is simply unacceptable, since the adverse environmental impacts that have been previously 
identified remain significant and unresolved.  The only acceptable outcome is to withdraw the Reissued MDNS, and issue 
a Determination of Significance with an accompanying, comprehensive Environmental Impact Statement instead.

Let me briefly note a few of the numerous examples of fatal flaws in content, methodology, and process:

FLAWS IN CONTENT:

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the
9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree
canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still
proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.
2. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a
major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with
appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in
violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).
3. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not
done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.
4. The checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity ignores evidence
clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately adjacent to
the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on
both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having
experienced serious landslides.
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FLAWS IN METHODOLOGY: 
  
Given the claimed expertise of the consultant you brought in, it would have been responsible to direct him to do a 
comprehensive new study, including on-site inspection of the project site and nearby neighborhoods that will be severely 
affected by the project and new school operations.  Regretfully, there is no indication that this was done.  It appears that 
the consultant based his report on the materials and reports ISD provided him, since the new checklist and Mitigation 
Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous documents. In facr, not one of the City of 
Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded. 
It also is apparent that the consultant was not provided with updated materials and information on recent developments 
that have a direct bearing on the review.  For instance, in response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, 
there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement of construction of ES #17. 
  
It further appears that the consultant did not perform on-site inspection of the project site and nearby neighborhoods.  I 
have evidence that one community that will be directly affected by the project wrote to ISD and invited the consultant to 
make such an on-site visit.  Your designated representative rejected this reasonable request without explanation, and only 
offered a virtual meeting instead – and one in which the consultant would remain completely silent throughout!  When the 
community responded that such a virtual, one-way session would not provide the direct knowledge needed through an on-
site visit, and renewed its request for the consultant to come for an on-the-ground review of the environment, your 
designated representative again rejected this very reasonable request. 
  
FLAWS IN PROCESS: 
  
The timing and process for issuing the Reissued SEPA MDNS also must be severely scrutinized.  The timing of the 
release, at the height of the Christmas holiday season, seemed to be designed to minimize community awareness and 
response.  This is reinforced by the December 23, 2021 deadline for submission of public comments.   
  
It is further reinforced by the extremely limited methods ISD chose to inform district residents and communities about the 
Reissued SEPA MDNS.  While ISD may have adhered to the minimal strict requirements for publicizing the release (and 
I’m not certain that is the case), district officials clearly made no effort to seriously inform the community.  I submitted 
comments on the first MDNS, as did many others I have spoken with – but none of them received an email, letter, or text 
from the Issaquah School District about the new MDNS, even though ISD had contact information for each of them.  ISD 
officials claim they believe in being “good neighbors” – but this calculating, manipulative process raises serious doubts 
about their commitment or sincerity.  Similar doubts are raised by ISD’s proposal for a spring 2022 levy vote that would 
include more than $40 million in additional funding for the project – demanding more taxpayer funds when they could 
easily save money by (1) cutting out $15 million allotted for preparatory work on the elementary school ISD  recently 
announced it will postpone for an indefinite period, and (2) eliminating planned spending on grandstand and related 
facilities for the new high school, when it could easily share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic 
competitions. 
  
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 
addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. They are fatally flawed in content, 
method, and process.  The need for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact 
Statement is indisputable, and they would enable ISD to “walk the walk” of being a good and environmentally responsible 
neighbor to the residents and communities of the school district.   
  
Sincerely, 
  
  
  
Daniel Sreebny 

22618 SE 44th Place 

Issaquah WA 98029 

dsreebny@gmail.com 

703-943-7913 
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From: m <laff_n_live@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 12:22 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Comments for HS #4 and ES #17

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Issaquah School District’s assertion that it’s unnecessary to conduct an environmental review of the property for 

the planned high school and elementary school sends a terrible message to future generations: that your future 

doesn’t matter. 

Now is the time for you and your colleagues to listen to three years’ worth of recommendations and issues: 

• the City of Sammamish and the City of Issaquah letters that do not support construction of a

comprehensive high school and elementary school at the Providence Heights Campus location, citing

that the plan as it stands exceeds the capacity of this site;

• the City of Issaquah Planning Policy Commission 2019 recommendations that ISD downsize the plan,

with a proposed compromise to balance the needs of the district’s students with the needs of the

community, leaving some of the property with 100+ year-old trees for the City to use as a non-sports

field park;

• the City of Issaquah Development Commissioners (Melvin Morgan, Kevin Price, Michael Brennan,

Richard Sowa, Richard Sanford, Brooke Shore, and Arthur Schulte) urged the ISD to decrease the size

of the schools and facilities

• the unstable soils on and near the site, just like the issues that delayed and increased the cost of the

school development at Talus;

• the unsuitable location for a 2,000-seat stadium, two ballfields, four lighted tennis courts, and multi-

story parking garage;

• well-founded concerns about the local environmental impact voiced by the Development

Commissioners regarding runoff to Laughing Jacobs Creek, Laughing Jacobs Lake, and Lake

Sammamish;

• well-founded concerns about the large amount of impermeable surfaces, resulting in erosion damage to

private properties from stormwater runoff and wetlands flooding that the City of Issaquah will be held

liable for;

• the architect’s and District’s statements that the plan as-is “involves removal of significant trees”, and

that if you “run out of room on site,” you will pay in-lieu fees so the city can plant trees elsewhere.

Now is the time to look toward the future by: 

• using Zero Energy K–12 construction as outlined by National Renewable Energy Lab and U.S.

Department of Energy, which cost no more than conventional schools or even less.

• decreasing 65-80% of operational costs by installing biorentation ponds, gray water recycling,

sustainably green play areas, and solar panels;

• funneling operational savings back into academic programs;

• decreasing the amount of impermeable, heat-trapping asphalt;

• partner with groups like the Sammamish Plateau Water, the Cascade Water Alliance, the Trust for

Public Land, and many others with expertise in these areas.
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Now is the time to develop this school campus in a way that preserves our local environment, the “Issaquah 

Alps,” as a place where our future generations can learn, work, and play.   

 

Thank you, 

Mary Deraitus 

 

https://newbuildings.org/school-districts-scale-their-zero-energy-efforts/  

https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2021/aug/18/us-public-schools-energy-green-options-climate  

https://betterbuildingssolutioncenter.energy.gov/sites/default/files/attachments/Designing%20for%20Future%20

Zero.pdf 

 

 

 

 

 
Mary Deraitus 

M.S., UW College of Engineering, 2001 
Go Huskies!!! 

B.A., Evergreen State, 1983 

Go Geoducks!!! 
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From: Martin and Ann <mastieg@msn.com>

Sent: Friday, December 17, 2021 5:23 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Comments of Revised SEPA MDNS

Attachments: Final for  SEPA TWO Template.docx

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Attached please find our comments on the Revised SEPA MDNS for the new high school/elementary school project.  The 

revision does not address many of the faults of the original SEPA MDNS. 

Yours truly, 

Martin and Ann Stieglitz 
4500 Providence Point Place SE 

Issaquah WA 98029 

425-606-6380
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December 17, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
The undersigned urge you to address the many concerns described above. 
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Further, we urge you to use the taxpayers’ dollars for better things than another redundant football stadium 
and an unjustified elementary school.  You put future School Levies at risk by recklessly plowing ahead with the 
project as planned. 
 
Yours truly, 
 
Martin and Ann Stieglitz 
4500 Providence Point Place SE 
Issaquah, WA, 98029 
mastieg@msn.com 
425-606-6380 

mailto:mastieg@msn.com
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From: Joe Brown <JoeBrownIV@live.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 16, 2021 3:15 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; Dave Osmer

Subject: Comments on "Reissued" SEPA MDNS for Providence Point property 

December 16, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I agree that primary education s important.  And I have supported the ISD through school levies and other means. 

However, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS regarding the Providence Heights 

property slated for school development.  

The adverse environmental impacts of that project are significant: 

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the

9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree

canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still

proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major 

component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with

appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in

violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done,

nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement

of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers

indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for

need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and

pad preparation, should be considered.

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that 

the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is 

no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received

numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic

competitions.

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is

evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately
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adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 

43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter 

having experienced serious landslides.   

 

The ISD and the City of Issaquah Government have been disrespectful and inconsiderate of residents already in the area 

who pay property taxes that fund and support both entities.  The impact concerns listed above MUST be appropriately 

addressed before this school construction project can proceed. 

 

The Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately addressing any of 

the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of Significance with 

an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  

 

Yours truly, 

Joe Brown 

22729 SE 43rd CT 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

JoeBrownIV@live.com  
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Sierra Carson

From: Roberta Brown <brownrs@plu.edu>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 11:18 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Subject: Comments on ISD Reissued SEPA MDNS - Tim Brown

Attachments: Comments to Reissued  MDNS hs #4 es #17 T. Brown.docx

Attached are my comments to the Reissued SEPA MDNS. 

Thank you, 

Timothy R. Brown 
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December 23, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES 
#17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 

 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the Reissued MDNS.  My comments are limited to the 
three noise studies conducted by Greenbusch Group, Inc., found in Appendix E of the Checklist.  
 
Summary: 
 
First, the 2019 Street Noise Study beginning on page 2,544 reports in Figure B5 that for five hours a day, 
(2AM—7AM) the street noise level at the southern boundary between Providence Heights and 
Providence Point properties exceeds the maximum permissible level set by the Washington Municipal 
Code (WAC) and the Issaquah Municipal Code (IMC). During the two hours from 5AM to 7AM, the sound 
level consistently exceeds the threshold. At 6AM, the peak noise level is approximately nine times the 
permitted level. The study only shows this evidence and makes no conclusion. The SEPA Environmental 
Checklist, however, falsely concludes that the Greenbusch study finds street noise at this site actually to 
fall below code.  
 
Second, the analysis of the studies is incomplete. Rather than combine sound source values as required 
by code, Greenbusch separates them into four categories: street, on-site high school, on-site elementary 
school, and football field, thus underestimating the total, combined noise level.  
 
Third, the football field analysis (Appendix E3) excludes two major sound sources. 
 
Fourth, there is no estimate of the street noise that would actually increase after the schools are built, 
and 228th Avenue is widened from two to six lanes.  
 
Fifth, even with these four noted limitations, the studies strongly indicate that the noise levels impacting 
neighboring Providence Point will be well beyond levels permitted by code.    
 
 Qualifications: 
 
The following is a technical data analysis for which I have relevant qualifications. Having received a Ph.D. 
in Psychology from the University of Oregon, I served as Director of Research and Data Analysis for the 
State Department of Social and Health Services for twelve years. I have overseen, conducted, and 
interpreted numerous studies and data analysis. 
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 2 

Legal Overview: 
 
Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 173-60-040 states: No person shall cause or permit noise to 
intrude into the property of another person which noise exceeds the maximum permissible noise levels 
set below in this section. The code goes on to define 57 decibels (dBA) as the maximum level for a 
residential community during the day (7AM to 10PM), and 47 dBA at night (10PM to 7AM). These 
requirements are further clarified in WAC 173-60-020 (13): “Receiving property” means real property on 
which the maximum permissible noise level specified herein shall not be exceeded from sources outside 
the property. Note the plural use of the word, indicating all sources outside the property. In this case, 
the receiving property is Providence Point.  The State requirements are incorporated into the City of 
Issaquah’s Municipal Code: ISSAQUAH 18.07.136 Noise Control Ordinance. 
 
Decibels and Sound Levels 
 
The Greenbusch studies present a great deal of data in the form of decibels (dBA), but do not explain 
that decibels are not scaled linearly (i.e., 1+1=2) but rather exponentially, using a logarithmic scale. As a 
rule of thumb, an increase of three decibels doubles the perceived noise level. Thus, a decibel level of 53 
is twice as loud as 50. And 60 decibels is ten times louder than 50. Seemingly small dBA increases result 
in large perceived noise increases.  Two sources, each 55dBA, combine to reach a level of 58dBA, in 
effect doubling the noise (www.snapfour.com). Additionally, measuring in the real world is complex and 
factors such as number of sources, distance, and terrain must be factored in. 
 
Greenbusch does not define how some crucial measures in Figures B4 and B5 are tabulated. As a 
consequence, I will make what appear to me to be logical assumptions. First, what does “measured 
hourly sound levels” mean? The sound monitors are not just measuring at each hour but more 
continuously. The range of values shown on Figures B4 and B5 include all the measures done during that 
hour. The top value at each hour is the highest measurement (e.g., at 6AM, on Monitor 2, the score of 
56 is the highest measurement during that hour. The range shows the highest and lowest value 
measurement during each hour in the pink areas. “Hourly Leq” is the median score for each hour, 
meaning that half the scores that hour are above it and half below. If the median value for an hour is 
above the threshold, this means that the noise is predominantly above the WAC authorized level.  
 
Street Noise Study  (Found under the heading, Baseline Noise Measurements, Appendix B1 to 
Appendix E1): 
 
This appended study reports on measurements made in September and October 2019. Two sound 
monitors were placed, one near the south property boundary and the other near the north boundary 
between Providence Heights and Providence Point, in order to give an estimate of the street noise from 
228th Avenue at the property line. Each monitor recorded sound for two different days (Table B2, Figures 
B4 and B5). Surprisingly, Greenbusch presents this data but makes no comment or conclusion.  
 
Figure B5, showing the sound level for the south monitor, reveals that from 2AM to 7AM the decibel 
level at its height is greater than the permitted nighttime noise level of 47dBL.  At 6AM the level was 56 
dBL, nine times over the permissible perceived level.  During the day, it is nearly at the maximum 
permissible level of 57dBL (from 9AM to 2PM) and is actually over the permissible level at 2PM.  
However, to violate the code level, the sound must be over the threshold for some duration of time. The 
red line Figures B4 and B5 give an indication of duration. It shows that the median hourly value is above 
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 3 

the threshold.  This indicates that the sound level is well above the maximum permissible level for this 
two-hour period. 
 
Figure B4, showing the sound level for the north monitor, reveals in like fashion that the sound level is 
close to the threshold from 9AM to 2PM. These two Figures clearly show that 228th Avenue noise, even 
before any proposed widening or clear-cutting, is a major off-site sound source and exceeds the level 
allowed by code, and needs to be considered by ISD.  
 
In one of the most bizarre statements in the SEPA Environmental Checklist, the author, Wayne Carlson 
of AHBL, Inc, falsely concludes the opposite. In response to the question, “What types of noise exist in 
the area which may affect your project, (for example: traffic, equipment, operation, other)?, the 
Checklist states: “According to the Noise Study prepared by the Greenbusch Group, Inc., there are no 
off-site sources of noise that will impact this proposal. The primary source of noise in the area is 
generated from vehicular traffic adjacent to the property. Ambient noise studies show that measured 
sound levels at the site are below WAC thresholds for noise impacts at the site.” As explained above, 
this is a blatant falsehood. 
 
High School and Elementary School Noise (On-Site Noise):  
 
Greenbusch estimated the on-site sound levels using a 3-D computer model and acoustic modeling 
software. The data inputs to the model are estimates solely for stationery mechanical equipment and 
on-site traffic. They calculate sound estimates separately for the high school and the elementary school, 
as measured along eight points at the Providence Heights and Providence Point boundary. It is shown 
that by use of considerable mitigation for the mechanical noise (with one adjustment for bus noise), it is 
possible to reduce these particular sound levels for the two schools sufficiently to meet code threshold. 
However, even these levels remain very near the threshold: for the elementary school as measured at 
the southern property boundary line, only two decibels below the nighttime threshold and five decibels 
below the daytime threshold, and for the high school, only four below the threshold during the day. The 
failure of this conclusion is that it does not include all major sources of noise, as required. The major 
street noise coming from 228th Avenue, as discussed above, is in fact completely ignored. Given that the 
threshold was nearly met with the mechanical noises with mitigation, it is almost certain that the 
addition of other noises including street noise, will bring the total well above the threshold. 
 
Football Field (Stadium) Accoustics Draft Memo (Appendix E3): 
 
This study uses the same computer model as that used to measure the other on-site sound levels. 
Greenbusch states that there are only two sound sources at the field that need consideration: 
unamplified human voices from players and audience, and the PA system.  In their study, they 
completely exclude unamplified human voices, correctly citing WAC 173-60—050 which exempts 
unamplified human voices from consideration.  As a result, this study only considers the PA system, and 
it states that ISD will keep the PA system below code threshold. Interestingly, WAC 173 does not exclude 
sound from sources such as bands that routinely play at high volume during games. In addition, WAC 
173-60-050 requires that onsite traffic noise be included, which is not done here. All the traffic 
occasioned before, during, and after an event at the 2,000 seat stadium, including busses, along with 
bands, will inevitably result in a great deal more sound than that coming just from the PA system, likely 
bringing the noise level above threshold. (Note: the north end of the proposed stadium is only thirty 
yards from a Providence Point multistory condominium.) 
 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



 4 

Failure to Measure and Integrate Noise: 
 
The first failure is that these noise studies do not estimate the actual sound levels after the schools are 
built out. The street noise level of 2019 is a baseline and cannot be treated as proxy for the future noise 
level. The sound increase on 228th Avenue will be massive: an increase from of the existing two lanes to 
four, and further expansion to six near the school entrance. Much of the hillside and trees that currently 
provide a sound barrier will be removed and replaced by the two to four additional lanes, increasing the 
noise still more.  Additionally, the new roadway from 228th Avenue onto the property consisting of five 
concrete lanes bordered by only small, young trees, replaces the current two-lane asphalt road that is 
closely bound by mature fir trees, and will result in even more street noise coming onto the site.  
 
The new school itself will add more traffic. The new school will have:  

• up to 2,567 students and 225 staff, 

• generating 5,500 average vehicle trips per day, with 1,304 trips during the morning peak hour, 
862 in the afternoon and 476 during the commuter peak hour.  

• Vehicular trips include school busses, delivery trucks, student, parent, and staff vehicles.  
All of these factors will substantially raise the noise levels at the schools themselves and the adjacent 
Providence Point community.  
 
Greeenbusch has used an acoustic model to estimate on-site noise including both mechanical noise and 
on-site traffic after the schools are built. Why not use this model to estimate street noise on 228th 
Avenue and the impact from reducing the hillside and removing trees as well? This would also be 
modeling after the schools are built. Heretofore there has been no effort by ISD and Greenbusch to 
combine all relevant sources in order to estimate and integrate all these sources at Providence Point. It 
should be noted that much of the future street noise will be the result of the new schools themselves. At 
this point Greenbusch has analyzed four separate calculations using two different methods and cannot 
answer the question of the noise impact of the project on Providence point. By separating the noise 
sources, Greenbusch has left the real question unanswered. ISD should direct Greenbusch to use 
acoustic modeling of all the major noise sources.  
 
Conclusion: 
 
The noise studies are incomplete and do not seek to determine the overall sound impact of building the 
schools on Providence Point. Without a comprehensive analysis of all the sound sources, it should be 
assumed that all the noise levels after the schools are built will be above the threshold for extensive 
time periods each school day.   
 
Sincerely yours, 
 
Timothy R. Brown 
22719 SE 43rd Ct. 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
 
   
 
    
 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



1

Sierra Carson

From: Bob Pettitt <bob_pettitt@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 2:39 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Comments on Reissued ISD MDNS

Attachments: Final for  SEPA TWO Template.docx
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Date:  
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Robert & Marilyn Pettitt, 4079 223rd Pl SE, Issaquah, WA 98029 
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From: Jack Brautigam <jack.brautigam@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 1:47 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Comments on Reissued MDNS

Attachments: Letter to ISD 22Dec2021.docx

Please find attached my comments on the ISD Reissued MDNS. 

Thank you, 

-Jack Brautigam
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22 December 2021 

 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance 

(MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

 

Dear Mr. Mullins: 

 

I am an ISD resident and have serious concerns with the referenced 

Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts of this planned 

development remain significant:  

 

 • The new determination still does not mitigate for the 

most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the 

9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great 

for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, 

and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by 

impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major 

environmental impacts.  

 • The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly 

verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous documents. Not 
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one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear 

to be heeded.  

 • The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of 

the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major component of 

the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way 

(ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the 

City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in 

violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

 • A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, 

noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done, nor is 

there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related 

pollution.  

 • In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 

12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement of 

construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful 

analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES 

#16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable 

future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code 

for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and 

pad preparation, should be considered.   

 • In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised 

checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that the 

location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared 

use of facilities between schools,” yet there is no mention of facility 

sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 

MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 

share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic 

competitions. 

 • Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or 

history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is evidence, clearly 

marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous 

landslide areas immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the 
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north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 

43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the 

project stormwater discharge location, the latter having experienced 

serious landslides.   

 

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental 

Checklist are woefully short of adequately addressing any of the multiple 

reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a 

Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact 

Statement is indisputable.  

 

Sincerely, 

Jack Brautigam 

22024 SE 40th Court 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

jack.brautigam@comcast.net 
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From: Elizabeth Callahan <callahan.eliz@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 10:22 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Comments on Reissued MDNS

Attachments: Reissued MDNS.docx

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Please see my comments on the reissued MDNS for the Issaquah School District in the attached letter. Thank 

you for your consideration of my concerns about the adverse environmental impacts. 

Regards, 

Elizabeth Callahan 
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Date: December 23, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Elizabeth Callahan 
22487 SE Highland Terrace 
Issaquah, WA 98029  
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From: Jeff Matson <jkmatson71@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 3:04 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Comments on Reissued SEPA MDNS

Attachments: 20211221 ltr to Tom Mullins.docx

Dar Mr. Mullins, 

Please see my comments concerning the Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance, attached to this 

email. 

Jeff Matson 

Issaquah, WA 
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Tom Mullins, Director of and Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th SE 
Issaquah, WA  98029 
 
RE: Comments on Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance, New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
As a residence of Providence Point, I was delighted when ISD withdrew their initial MDNS, hoping that the reissued 
version would address the concerns of Providence Point.  After reviewing the report, I have concluded that very few 
of our concerns were adequately addressed.  There is increasing concern from residents of Providence Point that 
this document, by definition of its name (. . . Determination of Non-Significance. . .) implies that there is not adequate 
evidence to require a full environmental review.  However, I respectfully beg to differ.  For example: 
 

1. Excess parking for buses is not needed.  The SEPA calls for a total of twenty parking spaces for school buses.  
There is no supporting evidence of why parking for twenty buses is needed.  While twenty or more buses 
may be needed to transport students to and from the schools, why is there are requirement to park the 
buses on this site when there is an ISD lot specifically for school buses just ¼ mile up 228th Ave SE.  Reducing 
the number of parking spaces for buses would reduce the need to cut down more trees. 

 
2. The study of wildlife in the area is incomplete. In Section 5 on 

page 20, the list of wildlife observed in the area excludes eagles 
and hawks.  Bald eagles have been seen soaring overhead in 
summer.  Hawks are also in the area, and I even photographed one 
in a tree just outside my back door here in Providence Point.  A 
more detailed analysis of birds in the area should be made.  Some 
residents of Providence Point are avid bird watchers and can assist 
in that endeavor. 

 
3. The document does not mention the impact of 5,500 new daily vehicle trips on 228th Ave SE.  The City of 

Sammamish does not seem interested in mitigating additional traffic congestion.  The drawings show four 
traffic lanes plus two turning lanes at main entrance.  Also, there are to be a 12’ sidewalk on each side of 
28th.  It is doubtful that Sammamish will be interested in such massive widening of the road from the current 
two lanes.  To accomplish this feat, it will be necessary to cut into property lines on the east side of the 
highway, and building a retention wall on the west.  What now is a pretty country road will become a 
congested highway with stop and go traffic during rush hours.  Without a signal at the intersection of 228th 
and Providence Point (at the north end of Providence Point), traffic will become blocked and limit 
emergency access to Providence Point, Bellwood Assisted Living, and Providence Marinwood Skilled 
Nursing Home.  Providence Point alone has an average of three emergency vehicles per day entering the 
property. 
 

4. The comment on no loss of recreation opportunities is questionable.  On page 31, paragraph 12.b, the 
report says that no recreational opportunities will be replaced.  Please note that, prior to the last property 
owners, ChurchHome, the property was owned by Trinity Lutheran College (TLC).  When TLC was the owner, 
residents of Providence Point had full access to walking the landscaped grounds, taking classes, and visiting 
the beautiful chapel with its pipe organ and fourteen beautiful and historic stained-glass windows.  It was 
a place for education, worship, and concerts.  ChurchHome leveled all the structures and sold it to ISD.  
Since the proposed schools are an overbuild on the property, it would be better to develop a new park, 
including a dog run.   
 

5. Security to surrounding community is lacking.  I still have not seen the detail of what security ISD will 
provide Providence Point and Bellewood to ensure that these facilities are as secure as they are now.  What 
type of fence will be provided?  How high is the fence?  Is it scalable? 
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In summary, there are many gaps in the current MDNS. Besides the cost overruns and delays, other issues remain: 
increased traffic, security and safety issues for Providence Point and Bellewood, water runoff to Providence Point 
and pollution to Laughing Jacobs Creek, unnecessary football grandstands, light pollution, loss of natural vegetation, 
access by emergency vehicles to Providence Point, Bellewood Assisted Living, and Providence Marianwood during 
times of excess traffic. And what about the damage to the highway as hundreds of truckloads of dirt and mud must 
be moved from the campus site to other locations?  The highway will certainly have to be resurfaced.  This project 
is at the wrong time in the wrong place.  For now, a full Environmental Impact Statement should be prepared. 
 
Yours truly, 
Jeff Matson 
22121 SE 40th Ln 
Issaquah, WA  98029 
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From: Emiko Namatame <enamatame@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 11:57 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Comments on Reissued SEPA MDNS

Attachments: Final for  SEPA TWO Template.docx

Dear Tom, 

Please find the attached letter regarding the comments on the reissued SEPA MDNS. 

Thank you, 

Brian Namatame 
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Date:  
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Brian & Carol Namatame notmymomi@yahoo.com 
3941 226th Pl SE #114 
Issaquah, WA 98029   
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From: William Miller <miller4g@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 8:40 AM

To: mullinst@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; Dave Osmer

Subject: Comments on Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS) 

New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17

Attachments: Attachmnent to email - Additional comments on Proposed School Site.docx

Date: December 20, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I am a resident of the Providence Point 55+ community.  I strongly support public education and routinely vote for 

school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I reject the proposed plan for the New Issaquah HS# and ES #17. The impact 

of the proposed construction and increased traffic on 228th Ave SE on the residents of the Providence Point 55+ 

community is unacceptable.  

As described in the Reissued SEPA MDNS, the site was under contract to a residential housing developer who planned to 

construct 140 new single family homes but the District took the site by an eminent domain process. The process 

apparently blocked any “due process” review by the residents of Providence Point required by Washington State law 

governing eminent domain and the US Constitution. Therefore, it is my opinion that the acquisition by eminent domain 

was illegal and unconstitutional. The site should be returned to the developer under the contract that was violated. 

I have serious concerns about the Reissued MDNS that cause me to recommend rejection of the Reissued MDNS. The 

concerns fall into two categories (1) summary of failures in the Reissued MDNS , (2) the inclusion of the large site within 

the boundaries of Providence Point which would destroy the quality of the residential community of Providence Point 

and therefore should violate any fair zoning regulation that should limit development to residential use, and (3) the 

unacceptable impact of increased traffic (with noise and pollution of toxic gas emissions) on 228th Ave SE which would 

overburden 228th Ave SE which is already heavily in use. The increased traffic would harm all users of 228th Ave SE 

including residents of both Issaquah and Sammamish.  

My concerns are summarized here and my specific concerns about the inclusion of the large site and the impact of 

increased traffic are contained in an attachment.  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on

the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as

still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.
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3.   The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a 

major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE and the increased traffic.  Until a Right of Way 

(ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is 

incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 
4.   A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not 

done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  
5.   In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 

postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES 

children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. 

Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial 

site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   
6.   In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated 

that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet 

there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District 

received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic 

competitions. 
7.   Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is 

evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately 

adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 

43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter 

having experienced serious landslides.   
  
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 

addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of 

Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
  
Yours truly, 
William Miller 
4105 220th PL SE 
Issaquah, WA 98020 
Miller4g@gmail.com 
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Date: December 20, 2021 

 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

 

RE: Additional comments on  

Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-

Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Here are my additional comments.  

 

The Proposed School Site was improperly inserted within 

the physical boundaries of the RESIDENTIAL 55+ 

Providence Point Community by an eminent domain 

process which violated the law because the process 

apparently blocked “due process” with review by the 

residents of Providence Point.  The proposed school 
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project also falls short of acceptable “public use” because 

(1) the project would not provide education for any 

children of Providence Point residents who are all 55+ 

and have no children living in the community and (2) the 

project would harm the residents of Providence Point 

and the environment.  Clearly, fair residential zoning 

guidelines were rejected. Inspection of the following 

diagrams and aerial photo clearly shows the violation of 

fair zoning. 

  

Reference 

SEPA Environmental Checklist 

A. Background 

12. Location of the proposal. 
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Here are my comments about the increased traffic on 

228th Ave Se. 

Reference 

SEPA Environmental Checklist 

B. Environmental Elements 

14. Transportation 
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THE INCREASE IN TRAFFIC DESCRIBED IN THE 

FOLLOWING SECTION IS UNACCEPTABLE BECAUSE THE 

TRAFFIC WILL CAUSE MANY SERIOUS ADDITIONAL 

ACCIDENTS AND ADVERSELY IMPACT THE LOCAL 

ECONOMY AND COMMUNITY WITH RESTRICTED 

TRAFFIC FLOW AND HARMFUL DELAYS.  

 

a. Identify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area and describe 

proposed access to the existing street system. Show on site plans, if any. The school site is bounded by 

228th Avenue SE on its east side. Development to the north, south, and west consists primarily of the 

Providence Point senior residential community; there would be no direct roadway connections between 

the project site and the surrounding residential development. Primary access to the site is proposed 

from 228th Avenue SE with a secondary emergency access also off of 228th Avenue SE at the location of 

an existing internal access road. 228th Avenue SE is a north-south Principal Arterial. Between Issaquah-

Pine Lake Road and Providence Point Drive SE (where it becomes SE 43rd Way), 228th Avenue SE has 

one travel lane in each direction with left-turn lanes at some intersections including the segment 

adjacent to the project site. 228th Avenue SE has a posted speed limit of 40 mph adjacent to the project 

site. The segment of 228th Avenue SE adjacent to the project site has one travel lane with shoulder in 

each direction. 

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project or proposal? If 

known, indicate when peak volumes would occur and what percentage of the volume would be trucks 

(such as commercial and non-passenger vehicles). What data or transportation models were used to 

make these estimates? Detailed trip generation estimates are presented in the Transportation Technical 

Report.  

The project is estimated to generate the following peak hour trips when both schools are operational 

at full buildout capacity:  

• 1,304 AM peak hour trips (7:15 am to 8:15 am), 900 inbound/404 outbound  

• 862 afternoon peak hour trips (3:00 pm to 4:00 pm) 258 inbound/604 outbound  

• 476 commuter PM peak hour trips (4:45 pm to 5:45 pm) 215 inbound/261 outbound Vehicle trips 

per day were estimated at 1,410 daily trips for the elementary school and 4,140 for the high school.  

Local trip generation data were obtained for four local schools in the Issaquah School District, which 

were compared to the ITE trip generation rates. The highest observed rates were then applied to reflect 

a conservative, worst-case condition. Since the two schools sharing the site would have different bell 

schedules, the local data were also used to assess how the trips would overlap during the course of the 

day and to select the cumulative peak hour conditions used for the analysis. Trips related to high 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



attendance events in the evenings, such as football games, would result in approximately 1400 trips in 

and out. These trips would occur outside of the afternoon and p.m. peak hours. Changes in the 

Elementary School #17 enrollment boundary would not adversely affect traffic operations compared to 

those already evaluated in the Transportation Technical Analysis. Major changes in the enrollment 

boundary for High School #4 could increase delays at the 228th Avenue SE / Issaquah-Pine Lake Road SE 

/ SE 30th Street intersection during the AM peak hour. However, the intersection is still projected to 

operate at LOS E even if 100 percent of the new High School #4 enrollment were to come from areas 

now assigned to Skyline High School (this level of shift is highly unlikely) See Appendix H4 for further 

information. 

THE FOLLOWING PROPOSED MEASURES TO REDUCE OR 

CONTROL TRANSPORTATION ARE UNACCEPTABLE  

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any: 

Measures required by current code: • The project will pay transportation impact fees to the City of 

Issaquah in accordance with IMC 3.71. The District will provide school bus transportation for both 

elementary school students and high school students attending the proposed schools. The project would 

provide approximately 1,700 feet for elementary school queuing (enough space for 85 to 110 vehicles) 

and about 1,510 feet of available queuing space for the high school (75 to 110 vehicles), all to reduce 

the potential of backups onto 228th Avenue SE. The project would also provide bike racks to 

accommodate 68 bicycles on the site. In addition, the Traffic Technical Report prepared by Heffron, 

recommends the following mitigation: • Construct roadway improvements on 228th Avenue SE along 

the site frontage, with a length of approximately 1,700 feet. Improvements would include widening the 

current two-lane section (one travel lane in each direction) to a four-lane section (two travel lanes in 

each direction), consistent with the City of Sammamish’s ultimate plans for the street. Additional turn 

lanes would be constructed at the site driveway intersection as needed to ensure that it would meet the 

City’s traffic operational standards during all times of day. SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-11-

960) July 2016 Page 35 of 42 • Construct a 6-foot sidewalk and landscaping along site frontage • 

Construction of a 6-foot sidewalk and landscaping along the east side of 228th Avenue SE from the 

project entrance north to SE 40th Street. • Signalize site driveway intersection at 228th Avenue SE. The 

intersection improvements will include ADA ramps with crosswalks and pedestrian signals. • Capacity 

improvements at SE 40th Street / 228th Avenue SE to be either of the following options: o New median 

and striping to create a Flying T configuration and construction of a 6-foot sidewalk and landscaping 

along the east side of 228th Avenue SE from the project entrance north to SE 40th Street or o New 

Signal and intersection improvements at the SE 40th Street/ 228th Avenue SE intersection • Establish a 

school-zone speed limit on 228th Avenue SE in the vicinity of the project site. • Develop a construction 

management transportation plan that addresses traffic and pedestrian control during school 

construction. Additional design mitigation measures: • Develop a transportation management plan to 

educate families about transportation options as well as the access and load/ unload procedures for the 

site layout. • Develop a school-event management plan for evening events with more than 1,000 

expected attendees to mitigate parking impacts and ensure coordination between the schools. 
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Measures required by current code: • The project will pay transportation impact fees to the City of 

Issaquah in accordance with IMC 3.71. The District will provide school bus transportation for both 

elementary school students and high school students attending the proposed schools. The project would 

provide approximately 1,700 feet for elementary school queuing (enough space for 85 to 110 vehicles) 

and about 1,510 feet of available queuing space for the high school (75 to 110 vehicles), all to reduce 

the potential of backups onto 228th Avenue SE. The project would also provide bike racks to 

accommodate 68 bicycles on the site. In addition, the Traffic Technical Report prepared by Heffron, 

recommends the following mitigation: • Construct roadway improvements on 228th Avenue SE along 

the site frontage, with a length of approximately 1,700 feet. Improvements would include widening the 

current two-lane section (one travel lane in each direction) to a four-lane section (two travel lanes in 

each direction), consistent with the City of Sammamish’s ultimate plans for the street. Additional turn 

lanes would be constructed at the site driveway intersection as needed to ensure that it would meet the 

City’s traffic operational standards during all times of day 

Reference 

Summary of Mitigation Measures Identified in this SEPA Checklist 

Transportation 

64. Construct roadway improvements on 228th Avenue SE along the site frontage, with a length of 

approximately 1,700 feet. Improvements would include widening the current two-lane section (one 

travel lane in each direction) to a four-lane section (two travel lanes in each direction), consistent with 

the City of Sammamish’s ultimate plans for the street. Additional turn lanes would be constructed at the 

site driveway intersection as needed to ensure that it would meet the City’s traffic operational 

standards during all times of day. 

69. Establish a school-zone speed limit on 228th Avenue SE in the vicinity of the project site. 

THIS IS UNACCEPTABLE BECAUSE THE PROPOSED 

EXPANSION OF 228TH AVE SE IS INADEQUATE AND A LARGER 

EXPANSION IS NOT FEASIBLE. 

Yours truly, 

William Miller 

4105 220th PL SE 

Issaquah, WA 98020 

Miller4g@gmail.com 
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From: calfour@aol.com

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 9:05 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com; daveaguiar@aol.com; calfour@aol.com

Subject: Comments on Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), 

New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17

Attachments: SEPA TWO David and Pat Aguiar 20211220.pdf

Dear Mr. Mullins and Minnie Dhaliwal, 

Please see attached comments. 

Thank you. 

David and Pat Aguiar, ISD residents 
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Date: 12/20/2021  
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 
documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 
of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Additionally, we are speechless and dumbfounded that the ISD Director believes the Environmental Impact 
Statement is not required when a forest on a hill is clearcut and replaced with asphalt and buildings. 
 
Sincerely,   David and Pat Aguiar,   4535 Providence Pt. Pl. SE   #403    Issaquah, WA   
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From: Dorothy Sowell <d.j.sowell@comcast.net>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 1:03 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Comments on SEPA

Attachments: Final for  SEPA TWO Template.pdf
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Date:  December 23, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious 
concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the 

9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree 
canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still 
proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 
documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major 
component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with 
appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in 
violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done, 
nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement 
of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers 
indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for 
need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and 
pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that 
the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is 
no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received 
numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic 
competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is 
evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately 
adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 
43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter 
having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 
addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of 
Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Dorothy Sowell 
22501 SE 42nd Terrace 
Issaquah, WA  98029 
d.j.sowell@comcast.net 
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From: James Frymier <ncm@harbornet.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 4:45 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Comments re ISD SEPA Document, version Two

Attachments: Public comment re SEPA TWO, 12-21-2022.pdf

Dear Mr. Mullins: Please see my letter to you (attached) of 12-21-2021 with comments on the SEPA Two document. 

Kindest regards, James Frymier, 4123 Providence Point Drive, Issaquah 98029 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



December 21, 2021  
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins: 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain 0f concern to me:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
James W. Frymier, Jr., 4123 Providence Point Drive SE, Issaquah, WA  98029  ncm@harbornet.com  
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From: Steven Sowell <s.sowell@comcast.net>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 12:09 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Comments: Reissued SEPA Mitigation Determination of Nonsignificance

Attachments: Comment Letter.pdf
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December 23, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 
documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 
of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Steven L. Sowell 
22501 SE 42nd Terrace 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
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From: Kimberly Johnson <kimjohnson99@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 8:08 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Concerns about the SEPA Mitigation Determination

Attachments: SEPA TWO.pdf

-- 

Kim Johnson 
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Date: 20 December 2021

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects
Issaquah School District No 411
5150 220th Avenue SE
Issaquah, WA 98029
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

RE: Reissued SEPA Mi�gated Determina�on of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17

Dear Mr. Mullins,

I strongly support public educa�on and rou�nely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant: 

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the mul�ple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determina�on of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable. 

Yours truly,
Kim Johnson, 
22019 SE 40th Ct
Issaquah, WA 98029
KimJohnson99@gmail.com 

The new determina�on s�ll does not mi�gate for the most basic objec�on expressed repeatedly in 
comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resul�ng loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and na�ve vegeta�on, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as s�ll proposed, will result in major environmental impacts. 

1.

The new checklist and Mi�ga�on Measures are mostly verba�m compila�ons and re-ordering of previous 
documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mi�ga�on appear to be heeded. 

2.

The new determina�on fails to incorporate considera�on of the significant adverse environmental impacts 
of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Un�l a Right of Way (ROW) 
applica�on with appropriate SEPA review is submi�ed to the City of Sammamish, the present determina�on 
is incomplete, and is in viola�on of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

3.

A cumula�ve Stormwater analysis for the en�re project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumula�ve stormwater discharge or related pollu�on. 

4.

In response to ques�on # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no men�on of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construc�on of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates exis�ng ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facili�es, no 
permit for ES #17, or its ini�al site clearing and pad prepara�on, should be considered.  

5.

In providing a ra�onale for the site loca�on in the revised checklist and Proposal sec�on of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the loca�on central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facili�es between 
schools,” yet there is no men�on of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment le�ers on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommenda�ons that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholas�c compe��ons.

6.

Ignored in the checklist request to provide indica�ons or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is 
evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the en�re length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge loca�on, the la�er having experienced serious landslides.  

7.
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From: cheryl wagner <javadog8@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 7:48 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com; SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Subject: Concerns re reissued SEPA mitigated determination of Non-significance, New Issaquah 

HS#4 and ES #17

Attachments: Email to ISD.docx

Hello Mr Mullins, 

I am very concerned about the reissued MDNS. 
See my attached letter. 
Please reconsider your plans to make this a more environmentally favorable project. 
The opportunity is now. 

Sincerely, 
Cheryl Wagner 
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December 23,2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant. 
Reconsideration of your plan is needed as Lake Sammamish and the kokanee bearing stream, Laughing Jacobs 
Creek, will be irreparably harmed.  The stormwater effects of such a large project are huge. The opportunity to 
be a responsible steward of the land is at hand. Please demonstrate that ISD is a responsible builder.   
Our concerns are:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
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Yours truly, 
Cheryl Wagner 
20035 SE 27th pl 
Sammamish, Wa 98075 
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From: Nancy Schuldt <180mochamom@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 19, 2021 4:45 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Continued serious concerns re: proposed school construction on Citi Church property

December 18, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious 

concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on

the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as

still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a

major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with

appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in

violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not

done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite

postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES

children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future.

Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial 

site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated

that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet

there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District

received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic

competitions.

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is

evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately

adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE

43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter

having experienced serious landslides.
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In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 

addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of 

Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
  
Yours most sincerely, 
Nancy Schuldt 
4221 220th Pl SE, Issaquah 98029 
180mochamom@gmail.com  
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From: Lisa Steele <bardgirlmail@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 12:55 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: eis 

Disappointed that the comment period ends during the busiest time of the year and many concerned sammamish and 

issaquah residents won’t know about this vital issue.  

Please commit to developing the new HS responsibly by having an EIS. 

It’s sad and really unfortunate that ISD is insisting there’s no need for one ; climate crisis is showing us again and again 

that we can’t sacrifice the planet for development. I understand the city and school district need the HS but we can’t 

sacrifice developing responsibility and that means we NEED an EIS.  

Thank you 

lisa steele (sammamish)  
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From: Debbie Bayer <debbiebayerlmft@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 10:12 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Environmental Impact Study

Attachments: Letter Email to ISD (2).docx

See attached 

HAPPY HOLIDAYS, 

Debbie Bayer LMFT, SUDP,CSAT, CPPT
Licensed Marriage and Family Therapist
Certified Sex Addiction Therapist
Substance Use Disorder Professional
Certified Partner Trauma Therapist

425-947-7119
www.sagecounselingandcoaching.com

“It is one of the most beautiful compensations of this life that no man can sincerely try to help another 

without helping himself.”  –  Ralph Waldo Emerson 

This message and any accompanying attachments are intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to 
which it is addressed. It contains information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under 
Hawaii and Federal Law. This information has been disclosed to you from records protected by federal 
confidentiality rules (42 CFR part 2). The federal rules prohibit you from making any further disclosure of 
information in this record that identifies a patient as having or having had a substance use disorder either 
directly, by reference to publicly available information, or through verification of such identification by another 
person unless further disclosure is expressly permitted by the written consent of the individual whose 
information is being disclosed or as otherwise permitted by 42 CFR part 2. A general authorization for the 
release of medical or other information is NOT sufficient for this purpose (see § 2.31). The federal rules restrict 
any use of the information to investigate or prosecute with regard to a crime any patient with a substance use 
disorder, except as provided at §§ 2.12(c)(5) and 2.65. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, or 
the employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to its intended recipient, you are hereby notified 
that any reading, dissemination, distribution or copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you have 
received this message in error, please notify me immediately at this email or the listed phone number.
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Date:  
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Name, full address, (email – optional)  
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From: Ruth A Peckarsky <peckarsr@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 3:50 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Environmental Impact Study Needed

Attachments: ISD Letter December 2021.docx

Please see attached letter. 

Ruth Peckarsky 
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December 20, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES 
#17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I 
have serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain 
significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. 
The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost 
complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major 
environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of 
previous documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be 
heeded.  

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental 
impacts of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of 
Way (ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the 
present determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier 
MDNS, is not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related 
pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s 
indefinite postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful 
analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for 
needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah 
Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad 
preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the 
MDNS, it is stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use 
of facilities between schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In 
comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS 
# 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate 
vicinity, is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous 
landslide areas immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., 
along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s 
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Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having experienced serious 
landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully 
short of adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 
MDNS. The need for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact 
Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
 
Ruth and David Peckarsky 
4109 224th Lane SE. Apt. 201 
Issaquah, WA  98029 
 
peckarsr@gmail.com 
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From: Sharlene Taylor <staylor@costco.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 1:10 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Cc: Sharlene Taylor

Subject: Environmental Impact Study

Attachments: Letter Email to ISD.docx

Date: 12/21 21 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious 

concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on

the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant

tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as

still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a

major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with

appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in

violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Storm water analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not

done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative storm water discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite

postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES

children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future.

Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial 

site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated

that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet

there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District

received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic

competitions.

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is

evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately

adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE
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Date:  
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Storm water analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative storm water discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project storm 
water discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Sharlene Taylor 
3635 22th Pl Se 
Issaquah, WA 98029          Email: sharlenetaylor1@msn.com 
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43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project storm water discharge location, the latter 

having experienced serious landslides.   
  
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 

addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of 

Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
  
Yours truly, 
Sharlene Taylor 
3635 22th Pl Se 
Issaquah, WA 98029          Email: sharlenetaylor1@msn.com 
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From: Adrienne Coltrain <adriennecoltrain@me.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 8:20 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Final for  SEPA TWO Template

Attachments: Final for  SEPA TWO Template.pdf

Sent from my iPad 
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December 20, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA MiOgated DeterminaOon of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public educaOon and rouOnely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  

1. The new determinaOon sOll does not miOgate for the most basic objecOon expressed repeatedly in 
comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulOng loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and naOve vegetaOon, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as sOll proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and MiOgaOon Measures are mostly verbaOm compilaOons and re-ordering of previous 
documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised miOgaOon appear to be heeded.  

3. The new determinaOon fails to incorporate consideraOon of the significant adverse environmental impacts 
of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. UnOl a Right of Way (ROW) 
applicaOon with appropriate SEPA review is submi`ed to the City of Sammamish, the present determinaOon 
is incomplete, and is in violaOon of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulaOve Stormwater analysis for the enOre project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounOng of the cumulaOve stormwater discharge or related polluOon.  

5. In response to quesOon # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no menOon of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construcOon of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates exisOng ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public FaciliOes, no 
permit for ES #17, or its iniOal site clearing and pad preparaOon, should be considered.   

6. In providing a raOonale for the site locaOon in the revised checklist and Proposal secOon of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the locaOon central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of faciliOes between 
schools,” yet there is no menOon of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment le`ers on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendaOons that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholasOc compeOOons. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indicaOons or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is 
evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the enOre length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge locaOon, the la`er having experienced serious landslides.   

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the mulOple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a DeterminaOon of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  

Yours truly, 
Adrienne Coltrain  
4085 220th PL SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
adriennecoltrain@msn.com
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From: Irene Rice (via Google Docs) <irenearice@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 8:39 AM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Cc: osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Final for  SEPA TWO Template.docx

Attachments: Final for  SEPA TWO Template.docx.pdf

irenearice@gmail.com attached a document 

irenearice@gmail.com has attached the following document: 

Final for SEPA TWO Template.docx

Google LLC, 1600 Amphitheatre Parkway, Mountain View, CA 94043, USA 

You have received this email because irenearice@gmail.com shared a document with you 

from Google Docs. 
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Date: December 20, 2021

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects
Issaquah School District No 411
5150 220th Avenue SE
Issaquah, WA 98029
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17

Dear Mr. Mullins,

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in
comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW)
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination
is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.  

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions.

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is
evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.

Yours truly,
Irene A Rice, irenearice@gmail.com
4190 224th Place SE, #307
Issaquah, WA 98029
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From: Levi Peterson <althlevip@msn.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 11:53 AM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Fw: Comment on Reissued MDNS

Attachments: Final for  SEPA TWO Template 12-18-2021.docx

Attached you will find a copy of my email to Mr. Mullins protesting the inadequacy of the Reissued MDNS 

of the Issaquah school district. I forgot to forward copies to you at the moment I sent the message to Mr. 

Mullins.  

Levi Peterson 

(425) 427-9642 home

(425) 802-4706 cell

From: Levi Peterson 

Sent: Saturday, December 18, 2021 10:43 AM 

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu <SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu> 

Subject: Comment on Reissued MDNS  

Dear Mr. Mullins: 

You will find attached my statement against the Reissued MDNS of the Issaquah school district. As a 

resident of Forest Village, I foresee a dangerous augmentation in traffic in an already congested area and 

an enormous flux of traffic-soiled run-off water coming down Laughing Jacob's Creek if construction goes 

forward according to current planning. There will also be the nuisance of light and noise pollution on game 

nights. 

Sincerely yours, 

Levi Peterson 

(425) 427-9642 home

(425) 802-4706 cell
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Date:  Dec. 18, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
 
Levi S. Peterson 
4447 Providence Point Place SE,  
Issaquah, WA 98029 althlevip@msn.com 
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From: Chuck and Betty <chuckandbetty@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 2:43 PM

To: sepacomments@issaquah.webnet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: FW: Detrimental impact of new school construction

From: Chuck and Betty 

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 2:35 PM 

To: SEPAComments@issaquah  

Cc: MinnieD@issaquah; osmerdave@outlook.com; Leslie L Pobst 

Subject: Detrimental impact of new school construction 

Dear Mr. Mullins and Ms. Dhaliwal, 

As a resident of Providence Point and frequent driver on 228th Ave SE, I am requesting that additional serious 

consideration be given to the impact of the markedly increased traffic that will be a result of this location for these 2 

schools.  This busy winding and hilly road is already a mixture of 2 lanes, 3 lanes, 4 lanes that include numerous turn-

outs for residential and business areas.  There is 1 traffic light at the Providence Point entrance.  The speed limit from 

the multiple lane round-about at the bottom of the hill to the top at Pine Lake center is 40 mph.  Fewer than half of the 

drivers adhere to this going up the hill, approximately 10% coming down.   

At the beginning and end of the school day, there is already congestion at the to of the hill due to traffic (both foot and 

vehicle) from the middle school on the corner.  That intersection and the round-about at the bottom of the hill as well as 

the width of this road will need to be redesigned to accommodate school buses,  parent, employee, and teenager 

drivers. What plans have been made? 

The traffic problem mentioned above and its immediate effect on our environment can be visualized now…..but……. 

The building of this SPECFIC PROJECT on this SPECFIC AREA at this SPECFIIC TIME will be changing the environment of 

this increasingly fragile Issaquah-Sammamish area forever.  Please consider both current and future timeframes when 

planning for today’s students AND also keeping our area  “alive and well” for students in years to come.  

 Thank you for reading,    Betty Steiner 
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From: Lucia DeRubeis <lucia.dusty@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 1:59 PM

To: SEPAComments@Issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Fw: Isq signed letter

Attachments: Lucia Isq ltr.pdf

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Attached is my letter about the MDNS for the new Issaquah high school #4 and the Elementary 
school #17. I hope you will take my information into serious consideration. 

Thank you, 

Lucia DeRubeis 
3935 226th Pl SE, Apt. 102 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
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From: Barbara Eckert <eebj@broadstripe.net>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 6:53 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: FW: Proposed High School/Elementary School at Providence Heights

From: Barbara Eckert <eebj@broadstripe.net>  

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 6:46 PM 

To: 'Mullins@Issaquah.web' <Mullins@Issaquah.web> 

Subject: Proposed High School/Elementary School at Providence Heights 

To: Tom Mullins, 

My wife and I have never voted against a school levy and we have four sons who have benefitted from a public 

school education,  We support public schools.  That being said please consider carefully what the proposed 

school buildings will do to the Providence Heights property.  The proposed construction, buildings, stadium, 

parking lots and streets will add considerable impervious surfaces.  This will cause water drainage 

problems.  This will impact Laughing Jacob’s Creek, adjacent residences and possibly damage to East Lake 

Sammammish Parkway. 

A big concern is traffic.  School busses, student parking, parents picking up their children could create a 

hazardous condition.   

Many trees will be removed and will no longer be able to absorb carbon dioxide causing air pollution.   

All this points to the need for an Environmental Impact Statement.    Emery and Barbara Eckert 3616 225th 

Place S.E. Issaquah, 98029  eebj@broadstripe.net 
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From: Chin Woo <woochval@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 10:29 AM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Fw: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah 

HS #4 and ES #17

Attachments: Comment Letter Template for SEPA TWO.docx

----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: Chin Woo <woochval@yahoo.com> 
To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu <sepacomments@issaquah.wednet.edu> 
Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021, 11:26:01 PM PST 
Subject: RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Please see attached word file. 
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December 21, 2021 
 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 

I want to bring to your attention two significant impacts that I’m specifically concerned about. 

 

1) I live in the south compass of Providence Point Community called Forest Village.  The storm water off of 
the proposed school site runs underneath the roadway right in front of our entrance gate, then drops off into 

Laughing Jacobs Creek.  See picture attached.  

With increased runoff from the site, the flow into the creek will inevitably increase.  What erosion control 

measures have been taken into consideration?  Will the subterrain of the roadway hold up so that the access 
to our entry would not be threatened? 
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2) I saw the graph from Greenbusch Group on a noise study done at the edge of a Providence Point resident 

property, showing the street noise during a 24-hour cycle is already pushing the limits of the (WAC) 
173.60.040.  See graph attached.  As a matter of fact, the average noise level had exceeded the 
limits from 5 to 7 am.  With the pending road expansions and site improvements, I would expect 
the same graph to show many more periods that the noise will well exceed the limits.  I would like 
to see some modeling work done by Greenbusch Group to show what the future graph would 
look like. 

 
Yours truly, 

Nelson and Julia Woo 

4502 226th Terrace SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 

Woochval@yahoo.com  
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From: Ron White <whitehen@msn.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 18, 2021 11:53 AM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Fw: Response to Sepa Comments

Attachments: Final for  SEPA TWO Template.docx

Here is a copy of my response. 

From: Ron White 

Sent: 18 December 2021 11:47 

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu <SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu> 

Subject: Response to Sepa Comments  

Attached please find my response to the recently Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance 

(MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 . 

Thank you. 

Ronald J. White 
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Date: December 18, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies.However, as an ISDresident, I have 
seriousconcerns with the Reissued MDNS.The adverse environmental impacts remain significant: 
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments onthe 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed,will result in majorenvironmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatimcompilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significantadverse environmentalimpacts of 

a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, notedinpubliccomments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution. 

5. In response to question # 7on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17,or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site locationin the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,”yetthere is no mentionof facility sharing in the revised site plan.In comment letters on the 9/27/21 
MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4share Skyline’s present stadium 
(grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah,of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediatelyadjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228thAve.,along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.  

8. 228th Street traffic impact – especially the intersection of 228th and Issaquah – Pine Lake Rd. which is 
already strained during rush hour.  

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist arewoefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Ronald J. White (3660 225th Pl SE, Issaquah 98029   whitehen@msn.com 
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From: Marilyn Poleschuk <marilynpole@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 1:47 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com; City Council; Barbara de Michele; Chris Reh; 

Lindsey Walsh; Stacy Goodman; Tola Marts; Victoria Hunt; Zach Hall; 

kmoran@sammamish.us; cmalchow@sammamish.us; alam@sammamish.us; 

ktreen@sammamish.us; cross@sammamish.us; kgamblin@sammamish.us; 

pstuart@sammamish.us

Subject: Fwd: Comment on Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), 

New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

After we read a letter from our neighbor, Dan Sreebny, in which he methodically spelled 

out all the negative stipulations that our whole retirement community will be forced to 

endure besides terrible consequences for a local environment in Issaquah and Issaquah 

Highlands. 

Needless to say, reading Dan’s letter addressed to you as the Director of Capital Projects 

of ISD, surprised us how callous and sneaky you have approached all the issues and 

problems we are facing , as mentioned in Mr. Sreebny’s letter.  In our opinion, you tried 

to pull a fast one on our whole retirement community.  Please keep in mind that all the 

residents in Providence Point are at retirement age and we are very active in local 

politics.   Furthermore, our grievances with you and the ISD are not frivolous, and they 

have, once before, convinced you  to “table” this construction site for the elementary 

and high school once before.  In my opinion, this time you tried to rush through this 

project approval by bypassing the normal process regardless of the welfare of the 

Providence Point and neighboring communities.   In view of that, I’d like to mention that 

if you don’t stop dealing from the bottom of the deck by treating us like village idiots, 

we are going to be forced to hire a class action attorney in which we are going to name 

the ISD and you personally as a co-defendant . 

We sincerely hope that you will pay attention to what Mr. Sreebny and we voiced in our 

letters. Let’s stay friends and do the right thing. 

Sincerely, 

Ilya & Marilyn Poleschuk 

22617 SE 44th Ln. 
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Issaquah, WA 98029 

Ilyapole@gmail.com  (425) 829-3535 

marilynpole@gmail.com 

 

 

 

December 19, 2021 
  
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
  
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance 
(MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
  
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
  
I write to you as a lifelong supporter of public education, one who voted 
for every public schools funding request that has come before me as a 
voter.  I believe in the importance of public education – but I also feel it 
is essential that new public school construction be done in a way that 
protects the environment and is based on a cooperative understanding of 
neighboring communities’ concerns and needs. 
  
When the Issaquah School District withdrew the first issued MDNS for 
new Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17, and announced retention of an outside 
consultant for the review process, I hoped that this would result in a 
comprehensive evaluation across the board.  Sadly, the Reissued MDNS 
is fatally flawed.  It is fatally flawed in its content.  It is fatally flawed in 
its methodology.  And it is fatally flawed by the process ISD chose to 
announce it and “seek” community responses.  Given all this, the 
Reissued MDNS is simply unacceptable, since the adverse 
environmental impacts that have been previously identified remain 
significant and unresolved.  The only acceptable outcome is to withdraw 
the Reissued MDNS, and issue a Determination of Significance with an 
accompanying, comprehensive Environmental Impact Statement instead. 
  
Let me briefly note a few of the numerous examples of fatal flaws in 
content, methodology, and process: 
  
FLAWS IN CONTENT: 
  

1.   The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic 
objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: 
that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native 
vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable 
surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  
2.   The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the 
significant adverse environmental impacts of a major component of 
the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way 
(ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the 
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City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in 
violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 
3.   A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in 
public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done, nor is there any 
accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related 
pollution.  
4.   The checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable 
soils in the immediate vicinity ignores evidence clearly marked on 
maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide 
areas immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north 
side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd 
Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the 
project stormwater discharge location, the latter having experienced 
serious landslides.   

  
FLAWS IN METHODOLOGY: 
  
Given the claimed expertise of the consultant you brought in, it would 
have been responsible to direct him to do a comprehensive new study, 
including on-site inspection of the project site and nearby neighborhoods 
that will be severely affected by the project and new school 
operations.  Regretfully, there is no indication that this was done.  It 
appears that the consultant based his report on the materials and reports 
ISD provided him, since the new checklist and Mitigation Measures are 
mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous documents. In 
facr, not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation 
appear to be heeded. 
It also is apparent that the consultant was not provided with updated 
materials and information on recent developments that have a direct 
bearing on the review.  For instance, in response to question # 7 on the 
revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17. 
  
It further appears that the consultant did not perform on-site inspection of 
the project site and nearby neighborhoods.  I have evidence that one 
community that will be directly affected by the project wrote to ISD and 
invited the consultant to make such an on-site visit.  Your designated 
representative rejected this reasonable request without explanation, and 
only offered a virtual meeting instead – and one in which the consultant 
would remain completely silent throughout!  When the community 
responded that such a virtual, one-way session would not provide the 
direct knowledge needed through an on-site visit, and renewed its request 
for the consultant to come for an on-the-ground review of the 
environment, your designated representative again rejected this very 
reasonable request. 
  
FLAWS IN PROCESS: 
  
The timing and process for issuing the Reissued SEPA MDNS also must 
be severely scrutinized.  The timing of the release, at the height of the 
Christmas holiday season, seemed to be designed to minimize 
community awareness and response.  This is reinforced by the December 
23, 2021 deadline for submission of public comments.   
  
It is further reinforced by the extremely limited methods ISD chose to 
inform district residents and communities about the Reissued SEPA 
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MDNS.  While ISD may have adhered to the minimal strict requirements 
for publicizing the release (and I’m not certain that is the case), district 
officials clearly made no effort to seriously inform the community.  I 
submitted comments on the first MDNS, as did many others I have 
spoken with – but none of them received an email, letter, or text from the 
Issaquah School District about the new MDNS, even though ISD had 
contact information for each of them.  ISD officials claim they believe in 
being “good neighbors” – but this calculating, manipulative process 
raises serious doubts about their commitment or sincerity.  Similar 
doubts are raised by ISD’s proposal for a spring 2022 levy vote that 
would include more than $40 million in additional funding for the project 
– demanding more taxpayer funds when they could easily save money by 
(1) cutting out $15 million allotted for preparatory work on the 
elementary school ISD  recently announced it will postpone for an 
indefinite period, and (2) eliminating planned spending on grandstand 
and related facilities for the new high school, when it could easily share 
Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 
  
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying 
Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately addressing any 
of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. 
They are fatally flawed in content, method, and process.  The need for a 
Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental 
Impact Statement is indisputable, and they would enable ISD to “walk 
the walk” of being a good and environmentally responsible neighbor to 
the residents and communities of the school district.   
  
Sincerely, 
  
  
  
Daniel Sreebny 
22618 SE 44th Place 
Issaquah WA 98029 
dsreebny@gmail.com 
703-943-7913 
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Sierra Carson

From: Karen Broyles <kbroyles27@icloud.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 18, 2021 5:36 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com; SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Subject: Fwd: Issaquah School District Plan

> 

> As a retired educator, a parent, a grandparent, and a citizen, I support schools and recognize that our children are our 

future. However, I have concerns about the plans as they now stand for the new high school. 

> It does not appear to me that the school district has adequately investigated the environmental impact of this new

school.  As such it is absolutely the wrong example for our children and for our community  which expects leadership

from our schools.  It is, in that sense, a misuse of school patron money, especially when the district will have to redo

completed work in order to meet state and federal standards.  Along with concerns about natural water courses, storm

runoff, fish habitat, I question that there are plans to mitigate displacement of land animals, birds, deer, bobcats, and

yes, rodents, that must find new homes.

I want the students to have a physical learning environment to support what they will need to learn in order to function 

in the reality they will face as adults. There is a great deal that we should be spending money on to make that happen.  I 

am not at all convinced that another football stadium for Issaquah students is one of them. 

I ask you to delay a decision on this important issue until there is opportunity for further questions and answers. 

Sincerely,  

Karen Broyles 

Scott Broyles 

4133 224th Ln SE. #21 

Issaquah, WA  98029 

>  

> 

> Sent from my iPad
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Sierra Carson

From: Judy Pluta <japluta@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 12:54 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Fwd: New school need and reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non- Significance 

(MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17

Sent from my iPad 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Judy Pluta <japluta@gmail.com> 

Date: December 23, 2021 at 12:51:01 PM PST 

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Subject: Re:New school need and reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non- Significance 

(MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I am a resident of Issaquah and as a retired educator, I support quality education and facilities where 

there is an enrollment need and the proposed 228th site environmental impact been thoroughly 

explored by a study independent of IDS. 

IDS enrollment is down  and rising costs would require a bond to support increased costs for present 

and future proposals. With the current economy, passage of a bond is in jeopardy. 

I support exploring use of current HS  facilities including shared Skyline athletic facilities and place the 

HS #4 project and ES #17 pad on hold and another site explored while a thorough SEPA MDNS at the 

proposed 228th site is completed by an agency independent of IDS. 

Thank you, Judith Pluta 

22535 SE Highland Circle, Unit 101 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Sent from my iPad 
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Sierra Carson

From: Gretchen Galer <gretchenwsu63@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 19, 2021 6:15 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Fwd: Reissued SEPA - HS#4 and Es#17

Sent from my iPad 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Gretchen Galer <gretchenwsu63@gmail.com> 

Date: December 19, 2021 at 4:29:59 PM PST 

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

Subject: Reissued SEPA - HS#4 and Es#17 

12/19/2021 

Dear Mr. Mullins,  

I am sorry to say that your reissue is not much different than the one I responded to on 

Aug.22,2021.  You still want to put too many building causing the loss of tree canopy, wetlands etc. You 

still have not addressed environmental concerns adequately. I would bet that the vast majority of your 

high school students would agree that the environment is too precious to waste in this way.  Kids are 

very savvy about this and how it will hurt their futures. 

Also you seem to still  feel that just because the site is between Skyline and Issaquah High Schools it is 

the perfect place.  But it is NOT the best site for the community!  As I mentioned last time- 228th has 

already done more than it’s share to help educate our students.  In less than 3 miles 228th already has 

three high schools, one jr. high and one elementary school. All of these generate lots of traffic which 

slows down commuters trying to get to work on time and home in the afternoon.  The school traffic also 

impacts the air quality w/ a great deal of added pollution especially idling cars waiting to pick up 

students.   Another high school plus an elementary would be too much for safely, air quality, and frankly 

commuters patience. 

I think to go ahead and try to put a fourth high school on 228th you will have a major PR problem for 

years to come.  Folks will not only be mad about the effect on the traffic but also the environment and 

their quality of life.   

Thank you for the chance to express my views. 

Gretchen Galer 

Thirty year plus Issaquah resident. 

Retired Jr./Sr. High teacher 
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Sent from my iPad 
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Sierra Carson

From: Penny Milner <pennymilner60@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, December 17, 2021 7:51 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Fwd: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New 

Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17

December 17, 2021 

Minnie  Dhaliwal, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to:  MinnieD@issaquahwa.gov 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Ms. Dhaliwal, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in
comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous
documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental
impacts of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way
(ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Storm water analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS,
is not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative storm water discharge or related pollution.

5.  In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.

6.  In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it
is stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities
between schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on
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the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 
 

7.    Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate 
vicinity, is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide 
areas immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire 
length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project 
storm water discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

  
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for 
a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
  
Yours truly, 
Penny Milner 
Providence Point - Forest Village 

22535 SE 45th Lane, Issaquah 
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Sierra Carson

From: Mary Ann C <curriemac2@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 19, 2021 4:11 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.webnet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; Dave Osmer

Subject: IMPORTANT sepa/mdns

Attachments: Letter Email to ISD(1).pdf

Please see the timely letter attached. 

Thank you. 

Mary Ann Currie
curriemac2@gmail.com 
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December 19, 2021

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects
Issaquah School District No 411
5150 220th Avenue SE
Issaquah, WA 98029
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17

Dear Mr. Mullins,

I have lived in the ISD for more than thirty years and have always supported public education and school levies.
However, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns and questions  with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse
environmental impacts remain significant:

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in
comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW)
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination
is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.  

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions.

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is
evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.

The Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately
addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a
Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.

Sincerely,
Mary Ann Currie
curriemac2@gmail.com
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Sierra Carson

From: Donna Henehan <donnajh2@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 11:01 AM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal; SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: ISD Environmental Issue

Date:

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects

Issaquah School District No 411

5150 220th Avenue SE

Issaquah, WA 98029

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17

Dear Mr. Mullins,

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns with the Reissued 

MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the 

number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost

complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts. 

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous documents. Not one of the City

of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impactsof a major component of the project, 

the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the 

present determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done, nor is there any accounting of

the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement of construction of ES #17 and a

$34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity 

into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site 

clearing and pad preparation, should be considered. 

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that the location central to Issaquah 

and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment 

letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for 

interscholastic competitions.

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the 

City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areasimmediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the 

entire length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter 

having experienced serious landslides. 

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately addressing any of the 

multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact 

Statement is indisputable. 
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Yours truly, 

Donna Henehan 

4109 224th Ln SE #103 

Issaquah WA 98029 

donnajh2@gmail.com 
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Sierra Carson

From: Stephen Couey <sjcouey@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 8:50 AM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: ISD New Schools

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies.However, as an ISD resident, I 

have serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain 

significant: 

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS:that the number of proposed structures is too great for the

site. The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost

complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in

major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatimcompilations and re-ordering

of previous documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to

be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of

thesignificant adverse environmental impacts of a major component of the project,

the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with appropriate SEPA

review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in

violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted inpublic comments on the earlier

MDNS, is not done, nor is there anyaccounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related

pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s

indefinite postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful

analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for

needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah

Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad

preparation, should be considered.

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklistand Proposal section of the

MDNS, it is stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use

of facilities between schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In

comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that

HS # 4 shareSkyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions.

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate

vicinity, is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous

landslide areas immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side
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of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rdWay, and on both sides of Laughing 

Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having experienced 

serious landslides.  

  

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental 

Checklist are woefully short of adequately addressingany of the 

multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21MDNS. The need for a Determination of 

Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  

  

Your Truly, 

Stephen Couey 

3935 226th PL SE #208 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



1

Sierra Carson

From: Gary Gray <garygray13@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 2:02 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Cc: osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: ISD Reissued SEPA MDNS

Attachments: Final for  SEPA TWO.docx
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Date:  
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Name, full address, (email – optional)  
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Sierra Carson

From: Andrea Ramsey <starquilt51@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 8:04 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: ISD reissued SEPA Report

Attachments: Final for  SEPA TWO Personalized.docx

See attached file. 

-- 

Andrea Ramsey 

starquilt51@gmail.com 
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Date: December 20, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Andrea Ramsey 
4406 Providence Place SE Unit 206 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Karen Broyles <kbroyles27@icloud.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 18, 2021 1:33 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Issaquah School District Plan

Attachments: Letter Email to ISD.docx; Letter Email to ISD.docx

As a retired educator, a parent, a grandparent, and a citizen, I support schools and recognize that our children are our 

future. However, I have concerns about the plans as they now stand for the new high school. 

It not appear to me that the school district has adequately investigated the environmental impact of this new school.  It 

is, in that sense, a misuse of school patron money, especially when the district will have to redo completed work in order 

to meet standards. 

Sent from my iPad 
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Date:  
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Name, full address, (email – optional)  
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Sierra Carson

From: Linda Brown <lindabrown531@msn.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 18, 2021 10:50 AM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Issaquah School Project

December 16, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects  

Issaquah School District No 411  

5150 220th Avenue SE  

Issaquah, WA 98029  

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins,  

I agree that primary education s important.  And I have supported the ISD through school levies and other means. 

However, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS regarding the Providence Heights 

property slated for school development.   

The adverse environmental impacts of that project are significant: 

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly
in comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the
site. The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their
almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major
environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of

previous documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation
appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental 
impacts of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of
Way (ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the 
present determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier
MDNS, is not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or
related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s
indefinite postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4.
Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately
provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by
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Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and 
pad preparation, should be considered.    

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the 
MDNS, it is stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared 
use of facilities between schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site 
plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous 
recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic 
competitions.  

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the 
immediate vicinity, is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of 
hazardous landslide areas immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 
228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of 
Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having 
experienced serious landslides.    

  

The ISD and the City of Issaquah Government have been disrespectful and inconsiderate of residents already in the area 

who pay property taxes that fund and support both entities.  The impact concerns listed above MUST be appropriately 

addressed before this school construction project can proceed.  

  

The Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately addressing any of 

the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of Significance with 

an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.   

  
Yours truly,  

Linda Brown 

22729 SE 43rd CT  

Issaquah, WA 98029  

 

 

 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



1

Sierra Carson

From: A Yorba <asyorba@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 11:03 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Letter to ISD re new school impact

Attachments: Yorba to ISD.pdf

File attached 
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12/21/21  
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Anna Yorba 
25025 SE Klahanie Blvd E204 
Issaquah, WA 98029  
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Sierra Carson

From: Schuldtfamily Schuldt <schuldt.family@yahoo.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 19, 2021 4:49 PM

To: sepacomments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Major concerns re: Proposed school project on City Church property

December 18, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious 

concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant: 

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on

the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree

canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still

proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a

major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with

appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in

violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done,

nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite

postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES

children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future.

Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial

site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated

that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there

is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received

numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions.

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is

evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately

adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd

Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having

experienced serious landslides.
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In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 

addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of 

Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable. 

 

Yours most sincerely, 

Ted Schuldt 

4221 220th Pl SE, Issaquah 98029 

schuldt.family@yahoo.com 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



1

Sierra Carson

From: Ruth Chappelle <rcchappelle@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 6:01 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: MDNS and the Proposed Schools

To Whom It Is Concerned: 

Please consider the impact of increased traffic and the close proximity to older citizens residing in communities such as 

Providence Point and Bellewood.   

The noise and traffic with two schools on the Providence Heights land is a  

dangerous proposition. The streets are narrow and we have heard nothing regarding widening 228th street and 

the hazardous 43rd Way. 

Please take this request seriously. 

Regards, 

Ruth Chappelle 

4115 Prov. Pt. Dr. SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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From: Marcia Weiszmann <mwcia112@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 8:19 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: MDNS

12/21/2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in
comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of
previous documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to
be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental
impacts of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way
(ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS,
is not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.
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5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into 
the foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public 
Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it 
is stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities 
between schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters 
on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s 
present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate 
vicinity, is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous 
landslide areas immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along 
the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek 
including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.  

 

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for 
a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  

 

Also adding my own opinion. Yes, I copied this but I wouldn't have bothered if it didn't matter to me. Please 
listen to us. Do you really want to screw over people in their senior years? Come on. You'll be one of us one 
day too, and you'll want some peace. Trust me. Email me. I'd love to chat. 

Marcia Weiszmann 

22140 SE 40th Lane 

Issaquah 98029 

mwcia112@yahoo.com 
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From: Barbara Irish <bkirish5@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 4:53 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: New ISD Schools Providence Heights

As a recent retiree of the Issaquah School District, I am very troubled by the actions of ISD regarding building of the new 

high school and elementary school in Providence Heights. 

My concerns are for the impact of the environment and lack of study being conducted on this land. 

My main concern is the traffic and flow of traffic. Having lived through 17 years of traffic at the Issaquah High School, I 

am well aware of the gridlock and neighborhood inconvenience that happens twice a day. It is unsafe for students, 

drivers, residents, and emergency responders. The plan at the new school site is unconscionable.  

Please, do not ignore the necessary protocols for building such a project. We who live here are not supportive of the ISD 

apparent manipulations of the system. And personally, I am appalled that this was scheduled during the holiday time 

when many residents are busy with family and holiday events. 

Thank you. 

Barbara Irish 

3656 225th Pl. SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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From: Richard H Kerr <kerrrichardh32@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 3:30 PM

To: SEPAComments@Issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Objections to ISD Reissued SEPA Mitigation Determination

Attachments: Tom Mullens-Issaquah School District.docx

Please acknowledge receipt of my attached latter regarding the above referenced subject.

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



Richard H. Kerr 
4406 Providence Point Place 

Unit 307 
Issaquah, WA 98029 

 

Issaquah, WA 

21 Dec 2021 

 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS 

#4 and ES #17 

 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

 

As an Issaquah and Providence Point resident, I have serious concerns with the Reissued 

MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts are significant and unmitigatedly disastrous for the 

entire Sammamish Plateau, particularly: 

1. The reissued MDNS fails to address the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments accompanying the 9/27/21 MDNS, e.g.: that the number of proposed structures is too 

great for the site! The excessive loss of tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation and their 

nearly complete replacement with impermeable surfaces, Will result in major negative, serious 

environmental impacts. 

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and a re-

ordering of previous documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised 

mitigation are heeded or even considered. 

3. The new determination fails to consider the significant adverse environmental impacts of a 

major component of the project; the improvements to 228th AVE SE. Until a Right of Way 

(ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the 

present determination is incomplete in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a) and issued in 

apparent and deliberate disregard of the objections expressed by citizens and residents of the 

Plateau. 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the 

earlier MDNS, has not been carried out, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative 

stormwater discharge or related pollution. 

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD's 

indefinite postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. 

Careful analysis of the District's ES children's numbers indicates existing ES #16 provides 

needed capacity for the foreseeable future. Without proof of need, as required by Issaquah 

Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad 

preparation, should be considered. 

6. In providing a flawed rationale for the site location, the revised Checklist and Proposal 

section of the MDNS states the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for 

"shared use of facilities between schools," yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the 

revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous 

mailto:SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu
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Richard H. Kerr 
4406 Providence Point Place 

Unit 307 
Issaquah, WA 98029 

 

ecommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline's present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic 

competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the 

immediate vicinity, evidenced and clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah: the presence 

of hazardous landslide areas immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side 

of 228thAVE; along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd Way; and on both sides of 

Laughing Jacob's Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having 

experienced serious landslides. 

 

The Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully deficient 

in addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The 

need for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact 

Statement is indisputable. 

 

Richard H. Kerr 

4406 Providence Place SE 

Unit 307 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

 

kerrrichardh@comcast.net 
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From: Rob Michalson <robert.t.michalson@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 9:21 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Objections to reissued SEPA mitigation determination of nonsignificance

Attachments: Letter Email to ISD[12290].pdf

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

Based on reviews of most recent continued determination of non-significance re the pending High School and 

Elementary School on the Providence Heights property off 228th, we once again vigorously protest that determination. 

Please see the attached letter containing point-by-point rebuttals of a number of the determination’s statements. 

Attempting to slide this through at Christmas time, hopefully unnoticed, is a pretty cheap shot, even for the ISD. Please 

remember the stories of cessation of hostilities during the Great War between waring sides at Christmas.  And please 

also remember, most of all of us are fine with a school on the property; we just want things to be done properly and 

correctly. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Michalson 

Susan Worsfold 

Providence Point Residents 
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December 22, 2021  
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non‐Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. I myself was a middle and high school teacher 
for 15 years. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental 
impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the 

9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree 
canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still 
proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re‐ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major 

component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with 
appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in 
violation of WAC 197‐11‐055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done, 
nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution. It has been shown that a 
chemical in car tires is contributing to the decline, and perhaps extinction, of our Native Kokanee Salmon. How is 
adding a few thousand more vehicle trips along 228th & SE 43rd to the new schools going to help the Salmon? It won’t.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement 
of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers 
indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for 
need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and 
pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that 
the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is 
no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received 
numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic 
competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is 
evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately 
adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 
43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter 
having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 
addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of 
Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Robert Michalson, Susan Worsfold, 3941 226th Pl SE, Issaquah, WA 98029  
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From: Sophie <sophieporcelli@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 8:09 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Petition

Attachments: Letter to Mr. Mullins.docx

Please, see attachment. 

Regards, 

Giacomo Porcelli 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



Date: 12/21/2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments 

on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of 
significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by 
impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly,   

 
Giacomo Porcelli – 3610 225th Pl SE, Issaquah, WA98029 
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From: Jack Theterrible <giacomoporcelli@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 8:13 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Petition

Attachments: Letter to Mr. Mullins.docx

Gentlemen, 

please see attachment. 

Regards, 

Giacomo Porcelli 
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Date: 12/21/2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments 

on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of 
significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by 
impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly,   

 
Giacomo Porcelli – 3610 225th Pl SE, Issaquah, WA98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: 809charlie@gmail.com

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 10:16 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Cc: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: PLEASE --RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New 

Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17

Date:   12/22/21 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious 

concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the

9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree

canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still

proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major 

component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with

appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in

violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done,

nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement

of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers

indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for

need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and

pad preparation, should be considered.

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that 

the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is 

no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received

numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic

competitions.

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is

evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately

adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE
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43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter 

having experienced serious landslides.   

 

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 

addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of 

Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  

 

Yours truly, 

Patti Lee 

3941 226th Pl SE, Apt 102, Issaquah, Wa 98029  
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From: Judy and Dean Armbruster <judearmb@wavecable.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 1:04 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Proposed Elementary & High School

Attachments: Letter Email to ISD.docx
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December 20, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
 
Dean & Judy Armbruster 
3935 226th Pl. S.E. #101,  Issaquah, WA 98029 
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From: stmichaelsdean@aol.com

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 3:19 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Providence Heights Comments

I wish to add my concerns to those so well expressed by Emily Lane regarding the Providence Heights Property. 
I have two additional concerns. 
The first is that with the district 411 advocated demolition of the Providence Heights Campus including the architecturally 
significant chapel, world class stained glass windows, and mosaics, the surrounding community has lost not only a 
national historic treasure, but the opportunities for the community it represented by its generous sharing of the space with 
the larger community. There is a great need for meeting spaces, a concert venue large enough for our two symphony 
orchestras and various performing choirs, the opportunity for continuing adult education, a nesting site for new religious 
congregations, all of which Providence Heights supported on campus, both as intended by the Sisters of Providence and 
the Lutheran Bible Institute..  
The Issaquah School District has very restricted access to their facilities for the general public and the taxpayers who 
willingly supported schools with little in return to community benefit. Graduates do not stay here, but use their education 
elsewhere. The property was taken and development plans formulated without the needs of the larger community 
considered as in the hundreds of letter writers and petition signers who wished the campus preserved. There has been no 
mitigation for these losses. 
My second concern is about the stadium.  Studies have shown that female students lose interest in STEM during High 
School.  I raised the possibility with the then president of the Issaquah School Board,Dr. Gallinger, that female students 
face the monument to boys sports every time them go into school passing the focus of the campus, the football 
stadium...for boys.  Girls, on the other hand, can literally and figuratively stand on the sidelines and cheer with pom 
poms.Dr. Gallinger responded that "People like football".  I like football too, on the professional level, but inequality of 
sports, the possibility of concussion on young students is hardly what I would think acceptable to a medical doctor, 
especially at the sacrifice of academics. There are two other stadiums within a few miles of Providence Heights, if indeed 
it is wise medically to continue the sport at all at this young level.  I would like to think, that the School District would honor 
the historic founders of the campus with a focus on education and the nurturing and development of the entire person. 
As a member of Preserve Providence Heights and now the author of a book on its history, I have additional materials 
about how the campus served the community should that be of interest. 
I notice the short period for comments. Given the holiday season, this could be interpreted as rushing to judgement and 
curtailing public input.  I am sure that is not the intent so would ask that you extend this period in the spirit of community 
involvement in this very important community issue. 
Fran Pope 
625 Mt. Fury Circle SW 
Issaquah 98027 
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From: John Benjamin <johnbenjamin@longreachaustralia.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 11:31 AM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Cc: John Benjamin

Subject: Providence Heights EIS

Good morning, 

Would you please ensure that the ISD is required to complete an exhaustive EIS RE ALL FUTURE DEVELOPMENT at 

Providence Heights. 

It is unconscionable that you do not investigate the huge future impact on the City and the infrastructure and the traffic 

impacts which will be staggering. The environmental impact of 1000's of traffic movements each week that this could 

cause is sufficient to rethink the location. 

Please keep me advised so that our attorneys are prepared to engage in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

John Benjamin 
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From: JOHN HARRIS <jjh27@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 12:21 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Providence Heights Schools development

Tom Mullins, 

I'm a 13 year resident of Providence Point. I'm 100% against building schools at this location. First 
you want to build commuter schools instead of a neighborhood school. Every kid will have to be 
bussed or driven in. Bad for pollution. Second 228th Ave SE is unsafe for any walkers or bikers. It 
would have to be totally rebuilt, widened with sidewalks and traffic lights. Very expensive and will irk a 
lot of commuters on the plateau.  

My suggestion, land bank the property for 5 years and then see if the schools are still needed. In the 
meantime, do a REAL environmental study. Let's find out what's really going on!  

Sincerely, 

John Harris  
22425 SE Highland Ln. Unit 104 
Issaquah, WA 98029-5206  

jjh27@comcast.net 
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From: C. Christensen <corychristensen@comcast.net>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 3:59 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Providence Heights SEPA Comments

Dear Mr Mullins, 

I would like to add my voice to the many that are requesting the Issaquah School District complete a full independent 

Environmental Impact Study as part of the planning process for the proposed Providence Heights School project.   

One of the precepts of SEPA is to avoid impacts. However, the District’s Determination of Nonsignificance glosses over 

or simply ignores many significant impacts this project will have on the environment, endangered species like the 

Kokanee salmon, and our community, especially to the seniors residing at Providence Point.  More bluntly, I feel the 

District’s “self” determination is biased and blatantly self serving. 

The current site plan is also an issue.  It lacks creativity, and looks like something out of sprawling 1990’s suburbia rather 

than the urban future Issaquah is very quickly heading towards.   Many High School, College, and professional sports 

teams routinely share sports fields.  This is true for the NFL teams in both New York and Los Angeles.  There is absolutely 

no reason why the field at Skyline High School could not be shared, and a more modern and respectful campus be 

designed for Providence Heights.   

Sincerely, 

Cory Christensen 

P.O. Box 824 

Issaquah, WA 98027 
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From: Adrian Perachio <a.perachio@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 2:14 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Providence Point resident input on Reissued SEPA Mitigation Determination of 

Nonsignificance

Attachments: Final for SEPA TWO ISD 2.docx

Thank you for considering my feedback. 
Adrian Perachio 
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Date:  
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.  Since I live on the South side of 
Jacob’s Creek, this is a matter of personal concern for me.  

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Adrian A. Perachio, Ph.D.  
22637 SE 44th LN  Building 191  Providence Point 
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From: Mullins, Tom   AD-Staff <MullinsT@issaquah.wednet.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 12:22 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: RE: Environmental Impact 

Attachments: Letter Email to ISD.pages; Letter Email to ISD.docx

Minnie, 

Yes we got the same email from Ms. Hughes. She followed up with another email that included a Word doc, which I have 

included, so our assumption is she got her comments to us. 

Thank you, 

Thomas C. Mullins 
Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District 
(425) 864-2059

From: Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov>  

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 11:57 AM 

To: Mullins, Tom AD-Staff <MullinsT@issaquah.wednet.edu> 

Subject: Fw: Environmental Impact  

Hi Tom, 

I am forwarding this comment letter that was sent to only me and I cannot see if you were copied to it. 

Additionally, I could not open the attachment. 

Minnie Dhaliwal 

City of Issaquah | Director Community Planning and Development 

425.837.3430  

From: Kaarin Hughes <kaarinhughes@gmail.com> 

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 5:04 PM 

To: Minnie Dhaliwal <minnied@issaquahwa.gov> 

Subject: Environmental Impact  

Sent from my iPad 
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December 20, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Kaarin and Jody Hughes 
4133 224th Lane SE #208 
IssaquahWashington  98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Gail Day <day_gail@hotmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 19, 2021 1:07 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Re: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah 

HS #4 and ES  

December 19, 2021 

 Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects Issaquah School District No 411 5150 220th Avenue SE Issaquah, WA 

98029 #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins: 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious 

concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant: 

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the

9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree

canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still

proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous documents.

Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major

component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with appropriate

SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC

197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done,

nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement

of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers

indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need,

as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad

preparation, should be considered.

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that

the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is no

mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received

numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions.

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is

evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately

adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd

Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having

experienced serious landslides.
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In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 

addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of 

Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  

Yours truly,   

Gail Day  

4109 224th Lane SE #311  

Issaquah, WA 98029  

Providence Point, Rainier Bldg., Washington Village  
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Sierra Carson

From: 809charlie@gmail.com

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 10:14 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Cc: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah 

HS #4 and ES #17

Date:   12/22/21 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious 

concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the

9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree

canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still

proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major 

component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with

appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in

violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done,

nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement

of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers

indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for

need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and

pad preparation, should be considered.

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that 

the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is 

no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received

numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic

competitions.

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is

evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately

adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE
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43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter 

having experienced serious landslides.   

 

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 

addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of 

Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  

 

Yours truly, 

Patti Lee 

3941 226th Pl SE, Apt 102, Issaquah, Wa 98029  
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Sierra Carson

From: jan <birdandcat@aol.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 8:22 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah 

HS #4 and ES #17

12/21/22 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. I also  understand how hard it is to find 
land for new schools.  However, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS and feel 
that the adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  

I am concerned that having two campuses is just too much for this site especially since it is clearly marked on 
maps of the City of Issaquah, that there is a presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately adjacent to 
the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd 
Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the 
latter having experienced serious landslides. The loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native 
vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in 
major environmental impacts given the location on a hill in a landslide area.   Many of us remember the folly of 
cutting into the hillside at Talus and the resulting land movement.  In the checklist there is no mention of the 
presence of hazardous landslide areas. 

Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be addressed. 

Although major improvements will be made to 228th Ave, the new determination fails to incorporate 
consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts this art of the project will have. A SEPA review 
should be done for this part of the project. 

A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not 
done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4.  Since this is the case, without 
proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial 
site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.  

This would be a poor location for an elementary school as it is an island off a major road and no students will 
be able to walk to it.  This means that may parents would want to drive their child here which will add to traffic 
in the area.  
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Finally, in providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, 
it is stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. If the high school were to share 
Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions, that would create much less 
impervious surface.  I would hope parking area would allow for limited student parking.  This would decrease 
both impervious surface and traffic.   
  
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for 
a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is absolutely needed.  
  
Yours truly, 
 

Janet Bird 

3310 221st Ave SE 

Sammamish, WA  98075 

425 417-3781 

birdandcat@aol.com 
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Sierra Carson

From: emcsqard@yahoo.com

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 6:53 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah 

HS #4 and ES #17

Attachments: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS 

#4 and ES #17.docx

Please see attached letter. 

Sincerely, 

Marc & Nora Albert 

3935 226th PL SE 

APT. 301 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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December 21, 2021  
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 

Yours truly, 
Marc & Nora Albert 
3935 226th PL SE 
APT. 301 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Penny Miller <inquisitive7plm@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 3:20 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah 

HS #4 and ES #17

December 20, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious 

concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the

9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree

canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still

proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major 

component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with

appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in

violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done,

nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement

of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers

indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for

need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and

pad preparation, should be considered.

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that 

the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is 

no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received

numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic

competitions.

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is

evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately

adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE
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43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter 

having experienced serious landslides.   

 

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 

addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of 

Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  

 

Yours truly, 

Penny L Miller 

22117 SE 40th Lane 

Issaquah, WA   98029 

inquisitive7plm@gmail.com 
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Sierra Carson

From: Vicki Armold <vra8888@aol.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 19, 2021 1:53 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah 

HS #4 and ES #17

December 19, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

As a resident of Providence Point a mere 300 ft. away from the proposed ISD property, I continue to have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. As you well know, the adverse environmental impacts remain 
significant:  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in
comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.
2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous
documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental
impacts of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way
(ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).
4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS,
is not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.
5.  In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.
6.  In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it
is stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities
between schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on
the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions.
7.  Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate
vicinity, is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide
areas immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire
length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project
stormwater discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.
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In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for 
a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable. As ISD 
continues on your tyrannical march toward overdeveloping the property with no regard for SEPA , we will not 
give up the fight to get to a conclusion in this process that will respect the environment, the neighborhood, and 
all associated property development rules and regulations 
 

Sincerely, 
 

Vicki Armold 

4109 224th Lane SE, #302 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Susan Chew <scchew50@yahoo.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 19, 2021 6:38 AM

To: sepacomments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah 

HS #4 and ES #17

Attachments: ISDLetter.docx
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December 19, 2021 
 
 
 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I am ashamed to live in a school district that is so dismissive of the residents of the city it represents. The Issaquah 
School District has shown absolutely no interest in seeking compromise to the construction of its proposed 
facilities. I see that the new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering 
of previous documents. When will the Issaquah School District recognize that the number of proposed structures 
is too great for the site, resulting in major environmental impacts related to cumulative stormwater discharge 
and related pollution? Also, the new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse 
environmental impacts of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Avenue SE. It is clear 
that traffic will be a nightmare on that road, causing greater auto pollution as well as significantly reducing the 
quality of life for residents of the area. 
 
I am thoroughly disgusted with the manner in which the Issaquah School District has handled their proposal of 
the new construction. It is painfully obvious that the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental 
Checklist are short of adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 
MDNS. The need for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is 
indisputable. 
 
Yours truly, 
Susan Chew  
4445 Providence Pt Pl SE 
Issaquah WA  98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Joanne Barr <jsbarr1@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 18, 2021 1:32 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah 

HS #4 and ES #17

Attachments: 12182021 SEPA Comments - Google Docs.pdf

December 18, 2021

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah 

HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, I strongly support public education and always support and vote for 

school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns with the Reissued 
MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant: 

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection
expressed repeatedly in comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of

proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, 
wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by

impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations

and re-ordering of previous documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13
calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant
adverse environmental impacts of a major component of the project, the

improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with
appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present

determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 4. A
cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the

earlier MDNS, is not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater
discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no
mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement of construction of ES #17 and a

$34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s
numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the

foreseeable future. Without proof of need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for
Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation,

should be considered.
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6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and 

Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that the location central to Issaquah 
and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet 

there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters 

on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 
share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions.  

 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable 
soils in the immediate vicinity, is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City 

of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately adjacent 
to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire 

length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s 
Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having 

experienced serious landslides.  

 

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are 

woefully short of adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the 
withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of Significance with an 

accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  

 

I cannot understand, that in today’s environmental chaos and urgent need to address all 

environmental issues, why the ISD feels it can disregard and not address any of the 
above issues adequately and place yourselves ‘above’ the need for legitimate 

environmental impacts resolutions casts a very dark shadow on all of you.  Please do not 
let your entitlement destroy our community environment. 

 

Joanne Barr 

4213 220th PL SE 

Issaquah, WA  98029 

jsbarr1@gmail.com 

 

-- 

Joanne Scardina Barr 
4213 220th PL SE 

Issaquah, WA  98029 
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 December 18, 2021 

 Tom Mullins 
 Director of Capital Projects Issaquah School District No 411 
 Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

 RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), 
 New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

 Dear Mr. Mullins, I strongly support public education and always support and 
 vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns 
 with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain 
 significant: 

 1. The new determination still  does not mitigate for the most basic 
 objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS  : 
 that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
 resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, 
 and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still 
 proposed, will result in major environmental impacts. 

 2.  The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim 
 compilations and re-ordering of previous documents. Not one of the 
 City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be 
 heeded. 

 3.  The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the 
 significant adverse environmental impacts of a major component of 
 the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE.  Until a Right of Way 
 (ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of 
 Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in violation of 
 WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire 
 project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done, nor is 
 there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related 
 pollution. 
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 5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21,  there is 
 no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement of construction of ES 
 #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4.  Careful analysis of the 
 District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately 
 provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for 
 need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit 
 for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be 
 considered. 

 6.  In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised 
 checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that the 
 location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared 
 use of facilities between schools,” yet there is no mention of facility 
 sharing in the revised site plan.  In comment letters on the 9/27/21 
 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share 
 Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

 7.  Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history 
 of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is evidence, clearly 
 marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of 
 hazardous landslide areas immediately adjacent to the proposed 
 project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
 the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing 
 Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, 
 the latter having experienced serious landslides. 

 In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental 
 Checklist are woefully short of adequately addressing any of the multiple 
 reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a 
 Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact 
 Statement is indisputable. 

 I cannot understand, that in today’s environmental chaos and urgent need to 
 address all environmental issues, why the ISD feels it can disregard and not 
 address any of the above issues adequately and place yourselves ‘above’ the 
 need for legitimate environmental impacts resolutions casts a very dark 
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 shadow on all of you.  Please do not let your entitlement destroy our 
 community environment. 

 Joanne Barr 
 4213 220th PL SE 
 Issaquah, WA  98029 
 jsbarr1@gmail.com 
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From: jeffpenny@aol.com

Sent: Friday, December 17, 2021 7:35 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah 

HS #4 and ES #17

December 17, 2021 

Minnie  Dhaliwal, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to:  MinnieD@issaquahwa.gov 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Ms. Dhaliwal, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in
comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous
documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental
impacts of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way
(ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Storm water analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS,
is not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative storm water discharge or related pollution.

5.  In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.

6.  In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it
is stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities
between schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on
the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions.

7.  Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate
vicinity, is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide
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areas immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire 
length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project 
storm water discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

  
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for 
a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
  
Yours truly, 
Jeff Milner 
Providence Point - Forest Village 

22535 SE 45th Lane, Issaquah 
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From: MD Jin <mdjin@hotmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 16, 2021 3:05 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: osmerdave@outlook.com; Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah 

HS #4 and ES #17

Date: 12/16/2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 

serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The

resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete

replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW)

application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present

determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is

not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite

postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the

District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the

foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no

permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is

stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 

schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the

9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present

stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions.
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7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 

is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 

immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 

the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 

discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

  

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 

adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 

for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  

  

Yours truly, 

 

Maidong Jin & Meng Pan 

22480 SE 37th Ter 

Issaquah, WA 98029  

Email: mdjin@hotmail.com 
 
 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



1

Sierra Carson

From: Chin Woo <jkbwoo@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 8:31 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah 

HS #4 and ES #17

Attachments: Final for  SEPA TWO Template.docx

Please see attached comment letter.  Thanks. 

Julia Woo 
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December 23, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Julia & Nelson Woo 
4502 226th Terrace SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Kim Stanley <kestanley@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 4:13 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Regarding MDNS of new ISD HS #4

Attachments: Letter Email to ISD.docx

Thank you 

Kim Stanley 

Beaver Lake Apiary and Backyard Wildlife Sanctuary 
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Date: 12/22/2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Kim Stanley 
2603 244 Ave SE Sammamish, WA 98075 (Borders Laughing Jacobs Creek) 
kestanley@hotmail.com 
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Sierra Carson

From: Charles Judge <cbjmrmiser@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 5:45 PM

To: SEPAComments@ssaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Reissued ISD MDNS

December 20, 2021 

Tom Mullins 
Director of Capital Projects 

What's the rush? Why are you determined to skirt the need for an Environmental Impact Statement? As you know, several 
critical issues related to the proposed schools complex on 228th Avenue SE remain unresolved.  Where is the fairness in 
the Issaquah School District's decision to unreasonably limit the public comment period to less than one week before the 
extremely busy Christmas holiday when many people are out-of-town? Do you fear valid input from residents who would 
be adversely impacted by construction and use of such facilities? You obviously saw deficiencies in your plans when you 
withdrew them. I urge you, on behalf of many in our community, to stop opposing the need for an Environmental Impact 
Statement. Do not proceed any further until all questions pertaining to the proposed project are sufficiently answered. I am 
opposed to the Issaquah School District's 'Reissued SEPA Mitigation Determination of Nonsignificance  (MDNS)'. 

Respectfully, 

Charles Judge     
3664 225th Place SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Karen Matthews <kmatthews59@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 9:43 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Reissued Issaquah SD MDNS

Attachments: Issaquah School District dispute.docx

Dear Tom, 

Attached is a letter regarding my concerns about the reissued Issaquah SD MDNS for the school project at the former 

Providence Heights location..  I noted there has been little change in responding to environmental impacts of the 

project,  particularly Laughing Jacob Creek which flows through Forest Village where I reside.   

Thank you for giving me the opportunity to share my concerns. 

Sincerely, 

Karen Matthews 

4429 Providence Point Place SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Date: December 21, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
 
As an educator myself, I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. I was pleased to 
hear that the Providence Heights property would be the home of new Issaquah Schools.   However, I have 
been very disappointed as an ISD resident with the handling of environmental issues by Issaquah School 
District.   I have serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain 
significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 
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7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Karen Matthews 
4429 Providence Point Place SE 
Issaquah, Wa. 98029 
Kmatthews59@gmail.com  
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Sierra Carson

From: PATTY BALDWIN <PBALDWIN4@msn.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 12:52 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Reissued SEPA 

Attachments: Final for  SEPA TWO Template.docx

Sent to  Tom Mullins 
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December 20, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Patricia Baldwin 
22544 SE 45th PL 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: diane exeriede <dianeexreed@outlook.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 19, 2021 4:24 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Reissued SEPA MDNS for HS #4 and ES #17

Follow Up Flag: Flag for follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

DNS-M Reissued Issaquah School District issued 12/9/21 
SEPA # 202106360  

LACK OF NOTICE 

I object to the lack of notification to myself as an “interested party” as required by WAC 197-
11-510 section 1c.  The posting on the property is not “reasonable” as there is no sidewalk
access for the public to read the board and no parking area for vehicle parking.  The speed
limit is 40 mph on the 228th and 43rd Way so the board likely goes unnoticed.

I object to the sudden defunding of Christina Halworth, Issaquah Planning Consultant’s 
position without prior notice. She had been acting as the community liaison 
representative.  Her position was funded by the ISD.  See her previous communication with 
me regarding my prior comments on the original MDNS below: 

Thank you for providing the City of Issaquah with your comments.  I will include them in the materials for 
Development Commission and City Council, but please note that Issaquah School District is the Lead Agency 
for SEPA and is responsible for incorporating your comments into the checklist and threshold 
determination.  We will add you to our Parties of Record list so that you will receive any future notices and 
materials we distribute.  Currently we anticipate a public hearing toward the end of September and decision by 
the end of the year. 
Sincerely,  
Cristina 

The MDNS should be withdrawn as there was insufficient notice to “parties of interest” and 
the Public Notice posted on the property is difficult to access by the general public. 

SITE ACQUISITION BACKGROUND 

The ISD cites the difficulty in locating a suitable property for school projects in the UGA after 
the voter approved 2016 Capitol Bond.  The Providence Hts property was selected as it had 
40 usable acres and was located near Skyline High School which “would allow for shared use 
of facilities between schools”  
However, when the ISD Levy Committee met on 12/4/21 a presentation was made citing the 

accomplishments resulting from the 2016 Bond measure. This included “acquiring 70 buildable acres 
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within the UGA - enough land for 5 schools.”  This refutes the ISD cited difficulty in locating suitable 

building sites. 
 

COMMENTS REGARDING THE MDNS OF 12/9/21  

 

My comments are specific to the cited sections of the SEPA checklist.  It should not be inferred that I 

concur with the rest of the SEPA environmental findings. 
 

WATER 

 

Stormwater - Stormwater management from this site is within two separate jurisdictions, The City of 

Sammamish and the City of Issaquah.  These jurisdictions each have their own stormwater 

management standards. Laughing Jacobs Creek is the ultimate discharge location for all runoff.  There 

will be an increased volume of stormwater due to the increase of impervious surfaces resulting from 

the construction of the school project. 

The Southwest basin runoff will discharge into the Providence Point system which exits the property 

in a culvert under 43rd.  The stormwater then outfalls on a steep slope which according to the City of 

Issaquah's geotechnical report of 6/10/2019 “contains Landslide, Steep Slope and Erosion hazard 

critical areas as defined in Code”  Stormwater vaults were built along 43rd during the 2020 signal light 

project however despite requests the City of Issaquah has been unable to provide the specifications 

of these vaults.  The City claims that Rodarte Construction failed to provide them with this data. 

The Northeast basin runoff will discharge to the 228th Ave SE right of way into existing ditches and 

continue north to the City of Sammamish. 
 

The SEPA checklist does not address the impact on the Laughing Jacobs Basin.  There should be a 

discussion of stormwater related impacts to the entire Basin. The City of Issaquah comments of 

8/24/21 asked that this be addressed.  To date this has not happened.   

A full environmental impact statement should be required. 
 

TRANSPORTATION 

The proposal would construct improvements on 228th Avenue SE along the site frontage, including widening the 

current two lane section to a five-lane section (two travel lanes in each direction plus a center left-turn lane), 

consistent with the City of Sammamish’s ultimate plans for the street.”  

Comment: 

The City of Sammamish has no formalized plans or funding for improvements to  228th Ave SE.  Their 2019 

Transportation Master plan did propose widening 228th to five lanes from Issaquah Pine Lake Rd SE to SE 43rd 

Way.  This plan has never been adopted by the Sammamish City Council.  The Transportation Master plan was a 20-

year projection.  The ISD’s plan to widen the road on their site frontage would only result in a squeeze merge back 

to one lane northbound at SE 40th St. 

The City of Sammamish has yet to receive an application for a right of way permit for improvements 

on 228th despite requests to the ISD.  The City has also requested that the ISD implement an inter-

local agreement to address concerns of potential long-term impacts on Sammamish’s transportation 

infrastructure.  This has not been completed. 

Without the right of way permit application this SEPA MDNS is considered incomplete. 
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DECISION TO DELAY BUILDOUT OF ES #17 

 

On 11/23/21 the ISD announced the decision to put the construction of ES #17 on hold and to transfer 

$19 million from this project to HS #4.  $15 million will be used to construct the building pad.  It is 

unknown when this project will be revived. 

Elementary enrollment has declined by 1,300 students since 10/2019.  This information should be 

included in the SEPA checklist item #7. 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments, 
 

Diane Exeriede 

22016 SE 40th Lane 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Arlyn Boone <aboone27@yahoo.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 18, 2021 5:34 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Reissued SEPA MDNS, New Issaquah HS #4 & ES #17

Date: 12/18/2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns 
with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the
9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree
canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed,
will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous documents.
Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major
component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with appropriate
SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC
197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done,
nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.
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5.    In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement 
of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers 
indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as 
required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad 
preparation, should be considered.   

6.    In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that 
the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is no 
mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received 
numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7.    Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is evidence, 
clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately adjacent to the 
proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both 
sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having experienced serious 
landslides.   

  

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 
addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of 
Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  

  

Yours truly, 

Arlyn Boone        

4204 Providence Point Dr. SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Lois Dounis <alpdounis@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 12:37 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Reissued SEPA Mitigated 

December 20,2021 

Minnie Dhaliwal, Issaquah Community Planning and Development Director 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

 Dear Ms Dhaliwal, 

I am a retired teacher with thirty-two years.  My whole family were educators in the public schools. I strongly support 

public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns with the 

Reissued MDNS. The fact that the Capital Projects group is once again trying to circumvent an Environmental Impact 

Study implies to me that there is knowledge that extreme damage is going to be done.  If not, why not do the 

study?  The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the

9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree

canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still

proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major 

component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with

appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in

violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done,

nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement

of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers

indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for

need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and

pad preparation, should be considered.

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that 

the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is 

no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received

numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic

competitions.
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7.   Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is 

evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately 

adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 

43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter 

having experienced serious landslides.   

  

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 

addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of 

Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable. 

  

Yours truly, 

Lois Dounis 

22508. SE 45th Pl. 

Issaquah. WA. 98029  
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Sierra Carson

From: Sharon Wright <wrightsd.wa@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, December 19, 2021 4:45 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Sidgnificance (MDNS) New HS#4 and 

ES#17

Attachments: ISDLetter12-19-2021.PDF

Please see attached PDF. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sharon D. Wright 

22415 SE 42nd Terrace, Issaquah, WA 98029 

wrightsd.wa@gmail.com 
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Sierra Carson

From: Judy A Grant <judya.grant@icloud.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 12:14 AM

To: Tom Mullins; Minnie Dhaliwal

Cc: Cx.grant@comcast.net

Subject: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDND), new Issaquah 

HS#4 and ES #17

December 22, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects

Issaquah School District No 411

5150 220th Avenue SE

Issaquah, WA 98029

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17

Dear Mr. Mullins,

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The 

whole reason why we moved here to this Providence Point area is for the beauty of the natural area with all the hiking trails and the Laughing Jacobs 

Creek.  We love schools but we also moved here hoping to get away from the congested heavy traffic and noise from the neighborhood schools.   We’re 

very, very concerned about the damage that would be done to Providence Point and the surrounding area.

The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number 

of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 

replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts. 

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous documents. Not one of the City

of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impactsof a major component of the project, 

the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the 

present determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done, nor is there any accounting of the 

cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement of construction of ES #17 and a 

$34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity 

into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site 

clearing and pad preparation, should be considered. 

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that the location central to Issaquah 

and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment

letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for 

interscholastic competitions.

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the 

City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areasimmediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the 
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entire length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter 

having experienced serious landslides.  
  

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately addressing any of the 

multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact 

Statement is indisputable 
 

Sincerely,  

 

Judy and Chris Grant 

22707 SE 43rd Ct 

Issaquah WA 98029 

Judya.grant@icloud.com 

 

Sent from my iPad 
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Sierra Carson

From: cathy b <akcrb@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 9:42 AM

To: sepacomments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New ISD HS#4 

and ES#17

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects Minnie Dhaliwal, Issaquah Community Planning and Development Director 

Dear Mr. Mullins and Ms. Dhaliwal, 

Please consider this email as public comment regarding the ISD project proposal for a new high school and elementary 

school at Providence Point, from two Issaquah residents. 

Our specific concerns, written in a previous letter to ISD, City of Sammamish, and City of Issaquah, have not changed 

because we feel the reissued MDNS doesn’t seem to have changed much either.  The ISD proposal will have an 

enormous and obvious impact on the surrounding area - to water, trees, wildlife, traffic, noise, light. We are not certain 

if specific community concerns are read and discussed, or if there is just a general checklist of how many “pro/con” 

votes you receive. Our impression is that the ISD committee plans to push forward their project without suitable 

consideration of its negative environmental impacts. 

Our general concerns relate to the scope of the project, and whether the committee is moving forward with a plan from 

2015 “just because” it can, without introspection regarding major changes in the last six years: declining enrollment, 

pandemic issues, and climate change issues. If ISD feels strongly it still needs another high school, why keep with the 

same plans after so much in the educational system has had to adapt to external changes? Does ISD really need more 

huge athletic facilities in a fourth high school, or could current facilities be shared? Why not develop a school that 

prioritizes remote learning capabilities, limits/bans student vehicles, and develops safely-distanced learning centers on 

the campus? I think you’d be surprised at how many ISD families would prefer their high school students study at a less 

“typical” school model than the one that’s always been used. “Just because” you can build schools decided on in 2015 

doesn’t mean they will be sensible for 2022 and beyond. 

Best regards, 

Catherine Bersani 

(Retired mathematics teacher) 

Bill Tuttle 

(Grandparent of ISD students) 

1420 NW Gilman Blvd #2127 

Issaquah WA 98027 
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From: Desert Bird-Traveler <desertbirdtraveler@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 11:17 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS 

#4 and E #17

Dear Mr Mullins,

I support public education when done in the right location and in the correct way for the community it 
services.   A school can impact the community’s environment and established neighborhood.   These schools 
would better serve the community if the neighborhood had children who could walk to school and utilize the 
property during non-school hours.  These schools are also located on top of a hill causing issues to the 
neighborhood below the hill.  Both areas need to be looked at with a non-bias perspective but nothing is non-
significant as shown by the butterfly effect.  This impact study needs to be taken out of the hands of the school 
district since their primary goal is to build two schools and a football field on this property no matter the cost to 
the community in environmental contamination or overcrowding and safety of the neighborhoods.

My final thoughts are that the current report is inadequate and does not show that the schools impact will not 
adversely affect the neighborhood, wetlands, and community.

Your truly
Jane Bird
4133 224th LN SE 303
Issaquah, WA
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Sierra Carson

From: Peter Starcevich <pstarcevich70@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 3:02 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com; SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Subject: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS 

#4 and ES #17

Attachments: 2021 Dec 21 Letter Email to ISD-Starcevich.docx

December 21, 2021

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects

Issaquah School District No 411

5150 220th Avenue SE

Issaquah, WA 98029

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17

Dear Mr. Mullins:

While I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns with the 

Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant: 

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the 9/27/21

MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands,

and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major

environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatimcompilations and re-ordering of previous documents. Not one

of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major

component of the project, the improvements to 228thAve. SE.  Until a Right of Way (RoW) application with appropriate SEPA

review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, 

a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done, nor is

there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question #7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21,there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement of

construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers indicates

existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by

Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be

considered.

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that the

location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is no mention of

facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous

recommendations that HS #4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions.

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is evidence, clearly

marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately adjacent to the proposed
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project along the north side of 228thAve., along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rdWay, and on both sides of Laughing 

Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   
  
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately addressing any 

of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of Significance with an 

accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
  
Sincerely, 
Peter Starcevich 
3679 225thPl SE, Issaquah WA 98029 
cc:SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; MinnieD@issaquahwa.gov;osmerdave@outlook.com 
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December 21, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins: 
 
While I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns 
with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the 

9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree 
canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still 
proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  
 

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous documents. 
Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  

 
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major 

component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE.  Until a Right of Way (RoW) application with 
appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in 
violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

 
4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done, 

nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  
 
5. In response to question #7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement of 

construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers 
indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need, 
as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad 
preparation, should be considered.   

 
6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that 

the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is 
no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received 
numerous recommendations that HS #4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

 
7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is evidence, 

clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately adjacent to 
the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and 
on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having 
experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 
addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of 
Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Sincerely, 
Peter Starcevich 
3679 225th Pl SE, Issaquah WA 98029 

cc: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; MinnieD@issaquahwa.gov; osmerdave@outlook.com 

mailto:SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu
mailto:MinnieD@issaquahwa.gov
mailto:osmerdave@outlook.com
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Sierra Carson

From: Rita McGreevy <ritamcstar@me.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 2:41 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS 

#4 and ES #17

Attachments: 2021 Dec 21 Letter Email to ISD.docx

December 21, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins: 

While I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns with the 

Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant: 

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the 9/27/21

MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands,

and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major

environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous documents. Not one of 

the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major component

of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE.  Until a Right of Way (RoW) application with appropriate SEPA review is

submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done, nor is there

any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.
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5.   In response to question #7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement of 

construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers indicates 

existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by 

Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be 

considered.   

6.   In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that the 

location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is no mention of 

facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous 

recommendations that HS #4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7.   Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is evidence, clearly 

marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately adjacent to the proposed 

project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing 

Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately addressing any 

of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of Significance with an 

accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  

  

Sincerely, 

R. J. McGreevy 

3679 225th Pl SE, Issaquah WA 98029 

cc: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; MinnieD@issaquahwa.gov; osmerdave@outlook.com 
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December 21, 2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins: 
 
While I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns 
with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the 

9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree 
canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still 
proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  
 

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous documents. 
Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  

 
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major 

component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE.  Until a Right of Way (RoW) application with 
appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in 
violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

 
4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done, 

nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  
 
5. In response to question #7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement of 

construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers 
indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need, 
as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad 
preparation, should be considered.   

 
6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that 

the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is 
no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received 
numerous recommendations that HS #4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

 
7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is evidence, 

clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately adjacent to 
the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and 
on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having 
experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 
addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of 
Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Sincerely, 
R. J. McGreevy 
3679 225th Pl SE, Issaquah WA 98029 

cc: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; MinnieD@issaquahwa.gov; osmerdave@outlook.com 

mailto:SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu
mailto:MinnieD@issaquahwa.gov
mailto:osmerdave@outlook.com
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From: Dave Osmer <osmerdave@outlook.com>

Sent: Thursday, December 23, 2021 1:00 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Issaquah Schoolboard; Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS 

#4 and ES #17

WILLIAM D. OSMER 

22433 SE HIGHLAND LANE 

ISSAQUAH, WASHINGTON  98029 

PHONE: 425.802.1070 | E-MAIL: osmerdave@outlook.com 

December 23, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I’ll be straight to the point:  Your “Reissued MDNS” is a sham. 
1. There are essentially no reasonable additional mitigations offered and it is simply a more verbose

version of the first one.
2. It ignores virtually all comments on the first one from the public, the cities of Issaquah and Sammamish

and other organizations.
3. The fact that it was released during the pre-Christmas season, with the absolute minimum amount of

public notice you could get away with, in a clearly obvious attempt to suppress public comment, is
deplorable.

4. It continues to ignore the obvious adverse environmental impacts of the significant increase in the total
volume of stormwater discharge that will occur into Laughing Jacobs Creek and its salmon habitat.

5. It continues to ignore the adverse impacts of the increased traffic the project will cause on 228th Ave SE,
SE 43rd Way and surrounding neighborhood streets.

6. The fact that you waited until this week to finally file a ROW Permit application with the City of
Sammamish for the schools’ intersection on 22th Ave SE, is simply irresponsible at best, and at worst, a
planned plot to try to avoid it being considered in the environmental determination.

7. There is NO MENTION in the MDNS of the District’s announced intention to delay construction of ES
#17, or the intention to construct the pad for a facility that may never be needed but will have caused
irreparable damage to the environment anyway.

8. By the District’s own admission, the project is $78 MILLION over budget!  Yet you still insist on
including $15 Million for the ES pad construction and, what, $10-$15 Million? in spectator facilities and
amenities for interscholastic sporting events.  Those events can easily be shared at Skyline’s facility,
recently renovated at a cost of some $11 Million in taxpayer money.  Less intrusive facilities can easily
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be provided at the proposed site for far less money and far fewer environmental impacts on the 
surrounding neighborhoods.  It should be pointed out that no other “stadium” in the District is located as 
close to residential neighborhoods as is the one proposed in this project. That you are not deleting these 
features to SAVE taxpayer dollars in light of the announced deficit, rather than spending our money on 
redundant and unneeded facilities, is a dereliction of your fiduciary duty to the public. 

 
In conclusion, this MDNS fails completely to demonstrate that the environmental impacts of this proposed 
project are “Nonsignificant”!  These impacts are “Significant” and must be addressed in a full, and 

independently prepared, Environmental Impact Statement. 

 

Yours truly, 

 
William D. Osmer 
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Sierra Carson

From: BILL EADES <brexxc@live.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 11:03 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS 

#4 and ES #17

December 22, 2021

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects

Issaquah School District No 411

5150 220th Avenue SE

Issaquah, WA 98029

Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17

Dear Mr. Mullins,

Although I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies but I have serious concerns with the 
Reissued MDNS.  I am puzzled as to why the adverse environmental impacts that have been previously identified remain 
significant and unresolved.  These are:

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the
9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree
canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still
proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous documents.
Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major
component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with
appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in
violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done,
nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement of
construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers
indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need,
as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad
preparation, should be considered.
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6.   In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that 
the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is 
no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received 
numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7.   Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is 
evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately 
adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd 
Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter 
having experienced serious landslides.   

  

 The Reissued SEPA MDNS does not adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 
7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is 
obvious.  It saddens me to note that the unwillingness of the ISD to take steps to resolve these issues is beginning to 
resemble the trend I am seeing across the country of school districts and school boards so out of touch with residents and 
parents. 

  

Yours truly, 

  
  

William B Eades 

4441 Providence Point Pl SE 

Issaquah, WA. 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Sue Dyer <skdyer7@earthlink.net>

Sent: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 11:06 AM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS 

#4 and ES #17

December 21, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Ave SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 

RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), 
New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious 
concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the
9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree
canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still
proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and mitigation measures are mostly verbatim compilations and reordering of previous documents.
Not one of the City of Issaquah’s 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major
component of the project--the improvements to 228th Ave SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with
appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete and violates
WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done,
nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question #7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement of
construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers
indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need,
as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad
preparation, should be considered.

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that
the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is
no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received
numerous recommendations that HS #4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions.

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is
evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately
adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave, along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd

Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter
having experienced serious landslides.
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In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 
addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of 
Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
 
Susan K Dyer 
3935 226th Pl SE #107 
Issaquah WA 98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Karen Herring <slopewatcher@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 4:25 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS 

#4 and ES #17

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious 

concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant: 

1. The new determination does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the

9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree

canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still

proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous documents. Not

one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major

component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with appropriate

SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC

197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done,

nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement

of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers

indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need,

as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad

preparation, should be considered.

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that

the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is no

mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received

numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions.

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is

evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately

adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd

Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having

experienced serious landslides.

8. Given that in 2020, a partnership formed to implement emergency actions due to a severe decline of kokanee salmon

in Lake Sammamish. The Snoqualmie Tribe, King County and the Cities of Bellevue, Issaquah, Redmond and Sammamish

signed the Kokanee Recovery Interlocal Agreement to fund important technical studies and kokanee supplementation

necessary to recover kokanee salmon in Lake Sammamish.
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it is irresponsible for Issaquah School district to ignore the impact of disturbing this very important riparian habitat 

location for the Kokanee, the Community, AND the students.  

 

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 

addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of 

Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  

 

Sincerely,  

Karen Herring  

23684 SE 32nd Way  

Sammamish, WA 98075  
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Sierra Carson

From: worcajo <worcajo@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 18, 2021 2:06 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS 

#4 and ES #17

Attachments: Letter Email to ISD 2021.pdf

Please see attached 

Wendy Orcajo 

3941 226th Pl SE Apt 311 

Issaquah, WA 98029 
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12/18/2021 
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
Via email to: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
 
Wendy Orcajo 
3941 226th Pl SE Apt 311, Issaquah WA 98029 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



1

Sierra Carson

From: Susan Edson <travelnps@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 18, 2021 12:46 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS 

#4 and ES #17

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious concerns with the 
Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the 9/27/21
MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and
native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major
environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous documents. Not one of
the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major component
of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with appropriate SEPA review is
submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done, nor is there
any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement of
construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers indicates
existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by
Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be
considered.

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that the location
central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is no mention of facility
sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that
HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions.

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is evidence, clearly
marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately adjacent to the proposed
project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing
Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately addressing any of the 
multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying 
Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  

Yours truly, 

Susan Edson 

3935 226th Pl SE #303 

Issaquah, WA.  98029 
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Sierra Carson

From: Gail <theprestonpeddler@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, December 18, 2021 12:03 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal

Subject: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS 

#4 and ES #17

Hello, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in
comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous
documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of 
a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW)
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination
is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5.  In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.

6.  In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 
MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium
(grandstand) for interscholastic competitions.

7.  Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is
evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project
stormwater discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for 
a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
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Yours truly, 

Gail Chumbley 

4133 224th Ave SE, #113 

Issaquah, WA 98029  

 

 

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 

www.avast.com  
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Sierra Carson

From: Deborah McConnell <jdbeaver20@comcast.net>

Sent: Friday, December 17, 2021 10:28 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS 

#4 and ES #17

December 17, 2021 

Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 

Issaquah School District No 411 

5150 220th Avenue SE 

Issaquah, WA 98027 

Dear Mr. Mullins, 

I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have serious 

concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant: 

1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in comments on the

9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The resulting loss of significant tree

canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still

proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous documents.

Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded

3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts of a major

component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) application with appropriate

SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC

197-11-055 (2, a).

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is not done,

nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite postponement

of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the District’s ES children’s numbers

indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the foreseeable future. Without proof for need,

as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad

preparation, should be considered.

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is stated that

the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between schools,” yet there is no

mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 9/27/21 MDNS, the District received

numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions.
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7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, is 

evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas immediately 

adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of the south side of SE 43rd 

Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater discharge location, the latter having 

experienced serious landslides. 

  

In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of adequately 

addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need for a Determination of 

Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable. 

  

Yours truly, 

Deborah McConnell 

Owner of condo located at 

3941 226th Place SE, #303 

Issaquah, WA 98029 

 

Sent from my iPhone 
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Sierra Carson

From: Steve Iland <s_iland@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2021 3:59 PM

To: SEPAComments@issaquah.wednet.edu

Cc: Emily Iland; Minnie Dhaliwal; osmerdave@outlook.com

Subject: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS 

#4 and ES #

Attachments: Letter to Tom Collins.docx

See attached Comments to the Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS 

#4 and ES #17 

Best Regards, 

Steve Iland 

661 644 1130 MOBILE 

____________________________________________________________ 

 Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 
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20 Dec 2021  
 
Tom Mullins, Director of Capital Projects 
Issaquah School District No 411 
5150 220th Avenue SE 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
 
RE: Reissued SEPA Mitigated Determination of Non-Significance (MDNS), New Issaquah HS #4 and ES #17 
 
Dear Mr. Mullins, 
 
I strongly support public education and routinely vote for school levies. However, as an ISD resident, I have 
serious concerns with the Reissued MDNS. The adverse environmental impacts remain significant:  
 
1. The new determination still does not mitigate for the most basic objection expressed repeatedly in 

comments on the 9/27/21 MDNS: that the number of proposed structures is too great for the site. The 
resulting loss of significant tree canopy, wetlands, and native vegetation, and their almost complete 
replacement by impermeable surfaces, as still proposed, will result in major environmental impacts.  

2. The new checklist and Mitigation Measures are mostly verbatim compilations and re-ordering of previous 

documents. Not one of the City of Issaquah's 13 calls for revised mitigation appear to be heeded.  
3. The new determination fails to incorporate consideration of the significant adverse environmental impacts 

of a major component of the project, the improvements to 228th Ave. SE. Until a Right of Way (ROW) 
application with appropriate SEPA review is submitted to the City of Sammamish, the present 
determination is incomplete, and is in violation of WAC 197-11-055 (2, a). 

4. A cumulative Stormwater analysis for the entire project, noted in public comments on the earlier MDNS, is 
not done, nor is there any accounting of the cumulative stormwater discharge or related pollution.  

5. In response to question # 7 on the revised checklist of 12/1/21, there is no mention of ISD’s indefinite 
postponement of construction of ES #17 and a $34M budget transfer to HS #4. Careful analysis of the 
District’s ES children’s numbers indicates existing ES #16 adequately provides for needed capacity into the 
foreseeable future. Without proof for need, as required by Issaquah Municipal Code for Public Facilities, no 
permit for ES #17, or its initial site clearing and pad preparation, should be considered.   

6. In providing a rationale for the site location in the revised checklist and Proposal section of the MDNS, it is 
stated that the location central to Issaquah and Skyline Highs will allow for “shared use of facilities between 
schools,” yet there is no mention of facility sharing in the revised site plan. In comment letters on the 
9/27/21 MDNS, the District received numerous recommendations that HS # 4 share Skyline’s present 
stadium (grandstand) for interscholastic competitions. 

7. Ignored in the checklist request to provide indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity, 
is evidence, clearly marked on maps in the City of Issaquah, of the presence of hazardous landslide areas 
immediately adjacent to the proposed project along the north side of 228th Ave., along the entire length of 
the south side of SE 43rd Way, and on both sides of Laughing Jacob’s Creek including the project stormwater 
discharge location, the latter having experienced serious landslides.   

 
In conclusion, the Reissued SEPA MDNS and accompanying Environmental Checklist are woefully short of 
adequately addressing any of the multiple reasons found for the withdrawal of the 7/27/21 MDNS. The need 
for a Determination of Significance with an accompanying Environmental Impact Statement is indisputable.  
 
Yours truly, 
Steve and Emily Iland 
4123 221st Court SE, Unit 29 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
S_iland @yahoo.com and emilyiland @gmail.com 
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Sierra Carson

From: Roberta Brown <brownrs@plu.edu>

Sent: Wednesday, January 19, 2022 3:01 PM

To: Minnie Dhaliwal; Lucy Sloman; Cristina Haworth

Subject: Brief comment on ISD Final SEPA MDNS

Attachments: Comments to ISD Final SEPA MDNS  - R. Brown - 1-19-22 .docx

Hello, 

Attached is a very limited set of comments on the Final Revised SEPA MDNS, as issued by the Issaquah School District on 

January 17, 2022. I would like to request that my comments, as an Issaquah resident, be made a part of the open record 

for this project. These comments are submitted while the window is still open for comments. 

Many thanks to all three of you for your fine work on this difficult project. Thanks as well for all you are doing 

environmentally for Issaquah.  

All the best, 

Roberta Brown 
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January 19, 2022 
 
To:  Minnie Dhaliwal, Community Planning and Development Director,  

Lucy Sloman, Land Development Manager 
Cristina Haworth, Planning Consultant.  

 
It is a privilege as an Issaquah resident to participate in the on-going conversations concerning 
the potential development and use of Providence Heights.  I have been engaged in the process 
since 2016, when Brixton Homes of Murray Franklyn applied for preliminary plat subdivision of 
the property (Madison Pointe), along with an AAS for reduction in tree retention.  In now 
following up on the Issaquah School District’s Final Revised SEPA MDNS of January 17, 2022, I 
would like to add a few comments of possible use to the City Staff as you prepare a staff report 
for the Development Commission. I request that this letter be made a part of the record for this 
project.   
 
As you know, SEPA review was required at the time that the Issaquah School District sought to 
condemn the property in order to purchase it, but this review, if completed, is not publicly 
available to my knowledge. A court mandated SEPA review was also required for a demolition 
permit, but an evasion of the review was granted for “religious reasons” even though the legal 
owner of the property at the time was for-profit Plateau Campus, LLC (Issaquah Reporter, 
November 2, 2017), a “subsidiary” of Church Home, basically an evangelical business 
enterprise.  And in the City’s own SEPA review for re-zoning of the property, all environmentally 
related items were considered non applicable due to its being a non-action proposal, and no 
environmentally related comments were allowed at the hearings. Meeting attendants were 
assured, however, that the City would carry out a full EIS during the permitting stage. But the 
Issaquah School District then took on its own SEPA review. As a consequence of these repeated 
failures, the City is now left left with the sole, enormous responsibility of assuring that the 
continuing environmental concerns for development of the property meet city and state code.   
 
Due to the need to submit this letter before the record is closed, I am limiting my comments 
here to the Final Revised SEPA Mitigated Determination of Nonsignificance (MDNS), to the 
three conditions listed under Earth, and related to soil contamination (4, 5, and 7).  
 
Condition 4: 
 

1. ISD’s SEPA MDNS of July 27, 2021 (SEPA I), section on Earth, states the following: 
Condition 4: 

 
If contamination of soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during the 

construction of the new school building, testing of the potential contaminated media shall 
be conducted. If contamination is revealed by testing, Ecology shall be notified. 

 
2. City of Issaquah’s Comment letter of Aug. 24 states the following with regard to 

Condition 4: 
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 2 

 
a. “It is incorrect to state, “If contamination… because lead contamination has been 

discovered onsite and documented.. . This condition should be revised to clarify that led 
has been found in the soil, include a reference to the screening document, and 
reference any additional documentation…” 

b. “…. Lead contamination has been revealed and documented and the Department of 
Ecology should be notified immediately if they have not already been contacted This 
condition should be revised to larify that lead has been found in the soil and note if and 
when the Department of Ecology was notified of the contamination (emphasis by City).”  

 
“This condition should be replaced with a condition requiring a thorough investigation 
identifying definitively the extent (depth and geographical area) of contamination, abatement 
per State and Federal law by a qualified professional, and incorporation of any 
recommendations for long-term monitoring, consistent with our recommendations for 
Condition 7 (see Comment 12, below). The condition should require reporting to the 
Department of Ecology and the City of Issaquah if further contamination is revealed by 
investigations.” 
 

3. ISD’s Reissued SEPA MDNS of 12/09/21 states the following with regard to Condition 4 
(moved to Condition 6): 
 
“If contamination of the soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during 
the construction of the new school building, testing of the potentially contaminated 
media shall be conducted. If contamination is revealed by testing, Ecology shall be 
notified.” 
 

4. ISD’s Final Revised SEPA MDNS of January 17, 2022 states the following with regard to 
condition 4 (6): 

 
“If contamination of the soil or groundwater is suspected, discovered, or occurs during 
the construction of the new school building, testing of the potentially contaminated 
media shall be conducted. If contamination is revealed by testing, Ecology shall be 
notified.” 
 
 

Remark: Clearly, the ISD is flouting the City of Issaquah’s comments by simply repeating the 
same wording and thus ignoring any request for a new condition that is in accordance with 
State and Federal law, a thorough investigation of extent of contamination, long-term 
monitoring, and notification to Ecology if further contamination is found, in addition to the 
immediate notification of what has already been found. 
 
Condition 5: 
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 3 

1. ISD’s SEPA MDNS of July 27, 2021 (SEPA I), section on Earth, states the following 
with regard to Condition 5: 
 
“All grading and filling of land shall utilize only clean fill, i.e., dirt or gravel. All other 
materials, including waste concrete and asphalt, are considered to be solid waste 
and permit approval may be required prior to filling.” 
 

2. City of Issaquah’s Comment letter of Aug. 24 states the following with regard to 
Condition 5: 
 
“A permit is required for filling, and all requirements for fill material in the IMC must 
be met. Note that waste concrete will not meet pH standards for use as fill and will 
not be allowed. Please revise to clarify that grading and filling of land shall not occur 
prior to issuance of a construction permit by either the City of Issaquah or 
Sammamish authorizing the work.” 
 

3. ISD’s Reissued SEPA MDNS of 12/09/21 states the following with regard to Condition 
5 (moved to condition 7): 
 
“All grading and filling of land shall utilize only clean fill, i.e., dirt or gravel. All other 
materials, including waste concrete and asphalt, are considered to be solid waste 
and permit approval may be required prior to filling.” 
 

4. ISD’s Final Revised SEPA MDNS of January 17, 2022 states the following with regard 
to condition 5 (7) 

5.  
“All grading and filling of land shall utilize only clean fill, i.e., dirt or gravel. All other 
materials, including waste concrete and asphalt, are considered to be solid waste 
and permit approval may be required prior to filling. The use of waste concrete as fill 
material will not be permitted.” 
 

Remark: Clearly the ISD has again flouted the comment of the City of Issaquah. The Final MDNS 
makes no mention of obtaining a permit for filling and meeting all requirements in the IMC; no 
mention is made that grading and filling of land shall not occur prior issuance of a construction 
permit. While mentioning that the use of concrete as fill will not be allowed, there is no 
mention of who will regulate this regulation or how it will be done, nor is there any referral to 
treatment of the original mention of asphalt, which is also considered toxic. 
 
Condition 7: 
   

1. ISD’s SEPA MDNS of July 27, 2021 (SEPA I), section on Earth, states the following 
with regard to Condition 7: 

 

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
C3

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088

Sierra.Carson
Text Box

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
SEPA Comment

Sierra.Carson
Text Box
PRJ19-00008 Attachment 088



 4 

“Soils in the vicinity of the existing water tank shall be treated as lead contamination to 
a depth of approximately 12” below ground surface. Any soil removed from this area 
during construction shall be segregated and stockpiled until it can be sampled, 
characterized for disposal, and, as needed, properly disposed of at a facility permitted to 
accept such material, if testing shows necessary.” 

 
2. City of Issaquah’s Comment letter of Aug. 24 states the following with regard to 

Condition 7: 
 

‘The contamination must be thoroughly investigated prior to any treatment, abatement, 
or remediation to understand the full extent, which may reach beyond 12 inches below 
the ground surface. The extent (area and depth) of the contamination has not been fully 
determined or documented. The PBS soil screening only evaluated soil sampled 
collected to 12 inches depth, which does not demonstrate that contamination stops at 
that depth. This condition should be revised to require the following: 

A) Thorough investigation, abatement consistent with State and Federal requirements by a 
qualified professional, and incorporation of any recommendations for long-term 
monitoring or other follow-up. The further investigations should definitively document 
the extent (area and depth) of contamination. 

B) Preparation and adherence to a Lead in Soils Management Plan, as recommended by 
PBS in the Soil Screening Summary dated March 3, 2020. The Lead in Soils Management 
Plan should include text stating the contractor will be responsible for enforcing 
provisions of the plan to ensure a safe work environment (e.g., worker protection and 
use of PPE, housekeeping, engineering controls, etc.) as specified in the PBS Soil 
Screening Summary. 

C) Prohibiting the stockpiling of contaminated soils on the site, especially during wet 
weather events, and prohibiting the use of these soils on site except as specified in an 
abatement plan prepared by a qualified professional. 

D) The Department of Ecology and the City of Issaquah should be kept informed of all 
developments related to contamination to protect the public health. 

Also note per IMC 16.26.150, work may need to be suspended if contamination of soils …” 
 

3. ISD’s Reissued SEPA MDNS of 12/09/21 states the following with regard to Condition 
7 (now moved to 9): 
 
“Soils in the vicinity of the existing water tank shall be treated as lead contamination 
to a depth of approximately 12” below ground surface. Any soil removed from this 
area during construction shall be segregated and stockpiled until it can be sampled, 
characterized for disposal, and, as needed, properly disposed of at a facility 
permitted to accept such material, if testing shows necessary.” 
 

4. ISD’s Final Revised SEPA MDNS of January 17, 2022 states the following with regard 
to condition 7 (9): 
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“Soils in the vicinity of the existing water tank shall be treated as lead contamination 
to a depth of approximately 12” below ground surface. Any soil removed from this 
area during construction shall be segregated and stockpiled until it can be sampled, 
characterized for disposal, and, as needed, properly disposed of at a facility 
permitted to accept such material, if testing shows necessary. Following the stripping 
of this material additional testing below 12” will be performed to ensure the 
remaining soils do not exceed allowable levels.” 
 

Remark: Again, the ISD has flouted the City’s comments. Not a single one of the City’s four 
requests for revision of the condition are so much as recognized. The additional sentence, a 
vague gesture about future testing of soil below 12”, in fact directly nullifies the City’s four 
requests: for a thorough investigation with documentation extent of contamination; for 
preparation of a LSMP; for a prepared abatement plan by a qualified professional; and for 
continued notification to Ecology, all of this prior to any consideration of permit.  
   
Conclusion: Inadequate mitigation of soil conditions is just one of myriads of similar instances 
of negligence, of law and code, that are found in the Final Revised SEPA MDNS of January 17, 
2022, as carried out by the ISD Designated SEPA Responsible Official, Richard Schipanski. I 
addressed other issues in my letter of comment to Tom Mullins of December 22, 2021, which 
are still of concern. As it is, virtually every area in the SEPA MDNS contains violations of IMC 
code and State law. In assuming its own SEPA, the ISD chose not to do an EIS. However, the 
City, as the primary decision maker on the development and other permits, has substantive 
authority and may deny a proposal on the basis of an inadequate SEPA review (WAC 197-11-
660).  “Any governmental action may be conditioned or denied pursuant to SEPA (“Overview of 
Washington State Environmental Policy (SEPA,]). As has been stated repeatedly in many of the 
over 250 comment letters submitted to the ISD with regard to the 12/09 Reissued SEPA MDNS, 
this is a major action requiring an EIS. Given the recent announcement of a drastic financial 
shortfall, the District has time to help see through an EIS before any further action is taken with 
regard to the proposal. In sum, I request that the staff report include full, detailed information 
on the blatant inadequacy of the Final Revised MDNS and suggest that the Commission 
recommend that the City Council deny any permitting until a full EIS is carried out, a step that is 
vital for the future of the City and the children who may at some time occupy a school on the 
property.   
 
Many thanks for this opportunity to comment.  
 
With kind regards, 
 
Roberta S. Brown 
22719 SE 43rd Ct. 
Issaquah, WA 98029 
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